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Abstract of thesis 
This thesis is a study of some of the social, economic 
and political conditions of a number of gentry families of 
Elizabethan Sussex. 
The families selected for investigation were those which 
were represented'among the holders of important offiCial 
positions in the county during the reign, i. e. among the 
Lord or Deputy Lieutenants, the sheriffs, the county members 
of Parliament for Sussex and the J. Pts. 'In addition, each 
family selected had to have had a representative living in 
1580 and then resident primarily in Sussex. 
An enquiry was made as to how long the selected families 
had resided in Sussex, as*to where the newcomers had arrived 
from and what brought them thitheri also as to whether or 
not there were any tendency for important county positions 
to be monopolised by the long-established families. An 
examination was also made as to whereabouts the selected 
families resided and how office-holders at any given time 
were distributed over the county. 
The composition and size of the families were discussed 
and questions raised as to how many Of their members remained 
single, how many married persons residing mainly in the same 
county and belonging to the same group of administrative 
County families, and how many went farther afield or married 
into different social levels. 
The relative proportion of gentry during two generations 
who attended places of higher education was considered and 
some attempt made to discover how many obtained degrees or 
were called to the Bar. 
A survey of the relative economic position of the 
families was constructed and this was compared with an 
analysis of the occupations of heads of families in 1580. 
Finally, the chief political developments in Sussex 
during the reign, and the part played in them by the selected 
families were described. 
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I am grateful for the advice, assistance and 
encouragement given by ý; ir John Neale and the 
members of his seminar as well as by many 
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"I tak it expedient that their be moor justiciaries 
in Sussex then in other countyst for that it bordereth 
south on the sea and north on the wyld; in which towe 
places comminly the people begeuen mutch to rwednes and 
wyllfulnes. " 
(Certificate concerning Justices of the Peace in the 
county of Sussex, 8 October, 1ý87. B. M. Lansd. Y. S. 531f. 165) 
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SECT10NI 
1 
Introdujqtion 
. 
The role of "the gentry" in the life of Elizabethan 
England7 and indeed throughout the period between the 
Reformation Parliament and the outbreak of the Civil War has 
been a popular subject of historical discussion for some 
years. The publication in 1941 of Professor Tawney's 
1. 
article entitled "The Rise of the Gentry" set a pattern 
readily followed by the social and economic historians of the 
period for some time afterwards. His themet which might be 
described as the success-story of a social classt -a class 
able, acquisitive and astute, climbing first to prominence 
and'later to powr upon the rungs of the Church's ravished 
wealth) the incompetence and extravagance of an effete 
nobilityt the bankruptcy of the Crown and the vulnerability 
of copyholders and tenants-at-willt - is too familiar to 
require detailed repetition. It is a recurrent fleitmotifl 
in most historical writing on the period and it certainly 
harmonises well with the related themes of the 'winning of 
the initiative by the House of Commons' and with the rise 
of Puritanism. 
A variation was provided more recently, in 19482 by 
Mr. Lawrence Stone in his article, "The Anatomy of the 
Elizabethan Aristocracy", which was intended to develop the 
story of the headlong downfall of a rashly spendthrift 
tcif - R. H. Tejuindyf "Tlie'Ri'e'o-f -the Gentry, 1558-16401,, (Econ. Hist. Rev., i941,1 et seqq. 
if 
2 
nobility whose plunge to doom paved the way for a more canny 
2. 
class. This article however, provoked a reply from Mr. 
Trevor-Roper which laid bare some of the false premises and 
3* 
inaccuracies on which Mr. Stone had founded his argument, 
and which was followed by a rejoinder from Mr. Stone still on 
4. 
the subject of the fortunes of the aristocracy. 
However, in a later article on the subject, "The Gentry, 
1540-164011, Mr. Trevor-Roper allowed the-nobility to slip 
into second place and concentrated his attention primarily 
on the gentry themselves. He reverted to Professor Tawneyls 
1941 publication and produced what might be summarised as a 
two-fold criticism of it; first, that a clear demarcation 
between the gentry as one class and the aristocracy as 
another is impossiblet and that to describe them as though 
they were at the opposite ends of an economic see-saw is 
misleading since some nobles, for example, the Russells7 
2. Lawrence Stone: "The Anatomy of the Elizabethan 
Aristocracy'17 (Econ. Hist. -Rev., 1948, xviii, Nos,, I& 21 
1 et seqq). 
3- H. R. Trevor-Roper: "The Elizabethan Aristocracy: an 
Anatomy Anatomized. " (Econ. Hist. Rev., 195112nd ser-Iiii, 
279 et seqq). 
4. Lawrence Stone: "The Elizabethan Aristocracy, -a 
Restatement. " (Econ. Hist. Rev., 1952,2nd ser., iv, Nos. 17 
2& 3) 30 2. ) 
H. R. Trevor-Roper: "The Gentry, 1540-1640". (Econ. Hist 
Rev. Supp. i, ), For a further development of tAi_eT__ ME F'cuss ion) 
see Professor R. H. Tawney: "The Rise of the Gentry: A 
Postscript", (Econ. Hist. Rev. ý 19542 2nd Ser vii, no. 
17 
91 et seqq); and H. R. Trevor-Roper: "The So; ial Origins 
of the Great Rebellion". (History To-day, June 1955,376 
et seqq). The views on'the economic condition of t1the 
Gentry" in the later sixteenth century expounded by 
Mr. Trevor-Roper are-discussed in Pt. 21 ch-3 of this 
thesis. 
3 
Earls of Bedford, were indubitably trising' and some gentry 
were as certainly on the decline; secondly, that such wealth 
as was amassed by the more successful members of both gentry 
and nobility came primarily not from meticulous land-management 
and juggling with leases but rather from the tenure of 
lucrative offices under the Crown, or possibly from the law or 
from trade. 
This argument7 like Professor Tawney's was based only on 
the investigation of the fortunes of certain particular 
families and on the criticism of contemporary literary 
evidence. No serious attempt has been made by either 
historian to study a group of country gentry in their own 
local setting and to see what light their family histories 
can shed upon these questions. 
Indeed2 not only the economic and social2 but also the 
religious and political history of "the gentry" can be told 
accurately only when they are examined patiently, county by 
countn-- against their own local background. The same 
individual who is known to the Parliamentary historian as a 
strong supporter of the status quo, for example, and 
apparently a man of great influence in his own country, may 
bej. lound when examined in the light of county history to have 
been engaged in an uphill struggle against entrenched 
recusancy in his ovm class and the powerful influence of a 6. 
disaffectdd nobility. The puzzling Justice of the Peace who 
j'alter Covert of Slaugham, who Such a man, perhaps, was Sir U /contdo 
1NV; 
4. 
appears, disappears and re-appears as a member of the 
Commission) and concerning whom the recusancy records give un- 
certain and conflicting reports2 may emerge as a personality 
more clearly from legal records where he is shown as an astute 
individual with a fancy for trickery and for browbeating his 
less powerful neighbours and for currying favour with the 
7. 
authorities whenever it suited him to do so. It is only by 
studying a group of Elizabethan country gentlemen in the life 
of their own counties that their activities whether as 
parliamentarians, lawyers, university men, military or naval 
coatd. 
is described as t'During the reigns of Elizabeth, James and 
Charles, the active and trusted representative of the 
government in Sussex, '. (S. A. C., xlviij 137). He was a 
J. P. from 1581 on (P. R. O. Assize Rolls 35-S. E. Circuit, 
Sussex)- county member for Sussex in 1581 (bye election), 
1597,1114 and 1626 (Official MtU, =7 ); Sheriff of Surrey 
and Sussex in 1583-4 and 1592-3 ýP. R. O. Sherlf; Ls) and 
Deputy Lieutenant from 1569 (S. P. Dom-Eliz. 59. nooil). 
T, This seems a fair description of Sir Edward Caryll of 
Shipley, later of Harting, who was a J. P. in 1585, (P. R. O. 
Assize Rolls 35- S. E. Circuit. Sussex)7but not subse- 
quently tntil 1591 though thereqfter he remained on the 
Commission at least until the end of the reign (Ibi - He 
was described in the Certificate concerning the J. PIs of 
Sussex of 1587 as having been dropped from the Commission 
because he was "an active , -,. Yysmanj my Lord of Arondell 
his stward and doer in thys contre . i, 
(S. A. C., 11,60) 
For his attitude to the eccles iastical Fe-t-tlement$ see 
Part IIIIch. 2; of this thesis, and for his part in 
numerous lawsuits in the Court of Star Chamber, see for 
example P. R. O. 7 Star Ch. 5. Eliz. 9 C. 29/33; 
C. 6/12; 
0- 3/6; W. 79/1; C. 19/9; B. 69/3- 
5 
adventurers7as economic men or as men of faith, can be 
rightly understood. The life of the county was still a 
very real thing in the late sixteenth century. It was from 
the country house that the"great bulk of the Commons men came 
at the beginning of each session and to it that they 
returned when it was over; lawyers too and university men 
had their vacations when they returned to their respective 
counties2 and even the Court had its strong county 
connections. All six peers who had country residences in 
Sussex in the Elizabethan period spent a certlin amount of 
time there, though perhaps Lord Buckhurst rather less than 
the rest since Withiam, was somewhat inaccessible from 
- 8. London. 
Moreover, it is self-evident that the history of 
Elizabethan England will be only partially written until the 
circumference of the wheel is examined asiall as the hub. 
The Statute Book2 the Patent Rolls, the Privy Council 
Registers, the State Papers, can all throw light on what 
Parliament and the central administration were trying to do. 
How far they were successful or represented popular opinion 
These six peers were the Earl of Arundel at Arundel; 
the Earl of Northumberland at Petworth; Viscount 
Montague at Cowdray in Midhurst; Baron Lumley at 
Stansted; Baron De la Warr at Offington; Baron Buckhurst 
at Withiam. For the inaccessibility of Withiam-see 
S. A. C. xix, 162; a lso V. Sackville-West- Kno _. 
jndjt4e 
Sjeckvilles,, (1923), 39- On 20 August, 11021, Buckhurst 
wrote to Sir Robert Cecil that he had not been in 
Sussex2 "but on two days these five or six years - 
(H. M. C. Hatfield MSSI xii93O9) 
6 
in the country at large is another matter. Even the most 
cursory examination of the legal records of the time, for 
example of the Court of Star Chamber, shows how tenuous often 
was the link between local and central authorities and how 
frequently local feuds and factions followed their own 
course in defiance of the Queen's writ or the rulings of her 
9. 
Courts at Westminster. Moreover, those who were most 
vociferous in the House of Commons, most prominent in the 
Professions, most spectacular at Court or in the fields were 
not always the most firmly entrenched in their counties. 
In Sussex) for example, there was a strong under-current of 
recusancy$ both in the East and in the West, and some of the 
wealthiest and most influential gentry families in the county, 
for instance the Gages, the Shelleys and the Carylls, were 
Catholics and a constant source of anxiety to the authorities 
10. 
both ecclesiastical and secular. Sussex had a long 
coastline from which France could easily be reached and vice 11. 
versa; and the county was still rendered comparatively 
inaccessible from London by the Forest of the Weald whose 
rutted and pot-holed roads were clay quagmires in winter and 
12* 
baked obstacles in summer. Moreover, a glance at the map 
9. E. g. See the series of lawsuits between John Wilgoose Esq. 
of Sussex and Egremond Ragland Esq., of co. Glamorgan, 
P. R*09- _concerning 
the title to certain manors in co-Gla morgan. Geýe'7St- Ch. -5 Eliz: - W. 7/8; F. 2/21; F-17/4; W. 62/28; F-8/38; F. 28/39; F. 8/4- 
10. infra., Part III. chs. 1 and 2. 11. See references in the State Papers to the departure over- 
seas) probably from Sussex, of suspected persons without 
licences, e. g. Lord Paget and Charles Arundel in 1583- (2-al-PS. P. Dom.. 15aj-20,136,137,139) For the attempted 
/contdo 
7 
will show how closely adjacent were Arundel, Petworth7 11 
MidhUrst and Stansted, the country seats respectively of the 
Earls of Arundel, the Earls of Northumberland, thiý Viscounts 
Montague and Baron Lumley, many of whom were Catholics or 
13. 
Catholic sympathisers. Clearly, in such a county, much 
must have happened which was not intended to come to the ' 
Queen's ears or to those of her local minions2 and the true 
picture of the county's history can be built up only by 
piecing together sera ps of casual evidence and by studying 
people rather than policies. 
11. cOritd. 
escape from England in 1585 of Philip, Earl of Arundel and 
his arrest as he sailed from Littlehamptong see S. A. C., 
x1vii, 136; also The Lives of Philip Howard. E- arl-of 
Arundel and of Anne, Dacre I. MS- rundell 
ed. -Duke of Norfolk, (1857), chs -7 Tor the suspicions 
of the government concerning the presence of "massing 
priests" in Sussex in the 15801s see, e. g. Cal-S. P. DoM. 
1581-90,137-89 171 et Dassim. ýI. ý.... 12. The proverbial foulness-of the Sussex roads had its uses 
when the government was over-watchful or when the Queen 
threatened a visit) as for example in June 1583, when the 
Earl of Northumberland was deep in political intrigue and 
Elizabeth proposed to honour him with a visit to Petworth. 
One of the regrettable obstacles to the plan referred to 
by the Earl's secretary in his letter to Sir Francis 
Walsingham was that the t1waypsz; by which she must come to 
them", are, "up the hill and down the hill, so as she shall 
not be able to use ether coche or litter with ease, and 
those ways also so full of louse stones, as it is carefull 
and Painfull riding for any body, nether can ther be in this 
cuntrey any wayes devysed to avoyd those ould wayes-11 
(S-A-c-, v, 193-4). 
13-ft- -is significant toot that some of these peers were 
closely related, Baron Lumley being son-in-law to Henry 
Fitzalan, -Earl of Arundel and therefore uncle by marriage 
to Philip Howard who succeeded his maternal grandfath 
the Arundel title in 1580. (G. E. C. 9 Complete Peerag 
Irl9i32) 
viiij 278; ibid-. 9i7 254. ) 
Briefly then, the purpose of this thesis is to analyse 
the structure, habits and activities of "the gentry" as a 
class in one particular county of Elizabethan England. That 
is to say, by taking a group of specific families in a given 
county, in this case Sussex, within the Elizabethan period, 
and raising a number of leading questions about themt it 
should be possible first, to draw some conclusions that may 
perhaps be applicable to the class as a whole; secondly, to 
throw some fresh light on the life of the county itself at 
that time; and thirdlyt perhaps, to illuminate a number of 
national issues whether social2 economic, political or 
religious, by examining them, as it were, in miniature. 
A further justification of such an undertaking may be 
found in an article of Professor Nealets where he outlines 
the results which might reasonably be expected from research 
on these lines applied to numerous shires up and down the 
country. "In the Elizabethan period", he there remarksg 
"the social and administrative unit par excellence was týhe 
county, and the politically significant class the country 
14. 
gentry. "- It is upon the degree of truth of these two 
I, 1 15. 
assumptions that the value of this study depends. 
0900 
14. Prof. J. E. NealD, 16- "The Biographical Approach to 
History". (History, Oct. 1951, x-xvi* 200). 
15. Studies, of "the gentry" in other counties have been 
undertaken by various research students)(see Bull far I. H. R,. 2 xxv. Theses 
SlIp-plement 13), but few have SO 
bee completed., Bee-howeverl-Mer Laslett: "The Gentry 
of Kent in 1640"(Camb_. Hist. Journal7)l94Z2ixt No. 29 148, 
et seqq, see also-A-L, -Rowse: Iudor Cornwall (1941) 
9 
Sussex is a county which has much to recommend it to 
a student of the Elizabethan period. Being within reasonable 
proximity to London, it was likely to have been in touch with 
both Court and City, yet it was not so close as to have been 
16* 
swamped by the metropolis. Unlike the gentry of the far 
North and West for whom a journey to London was a matter of 
several days and who had in the last resort to choose between 
17: -t 
Court and county, between either local allegiances and time- 
honoured tradition or conformity to lautres moeurst, - those 
of Sussex could venture forth and carve out careers for 
themselves in the City or in the law for example, without 
completely abandoning their role as country gentlemen and 
local administrators. 
Sir Richard Lewkenor of I-lest Dean, for instancel, though 
a prominent lawyer and later a serjeant-at-law and Chief 
Justice of Chester, found time to take some part in the 
recurrent scramble for one of the parliamentary seats for 
the City of Chichester in 1572,1584 1593 and 1597. He was 18- 
also sometime Recorder of that City. 
The Shirleys of Wiston are outstanding as a family 
which played a part both in the life of their own county and 
190 
in a wider sphere. 
16. For the similar relationship of Kent to the capital, 
see Laslett, op. cit. 152,154. 
17- e. g., see Rowse, -op. cit-9 86-7. 18-_ See, Prof. J. E.. Neale-. -The Elizabethan House of CoMmonS, (Official -Returns. '* (1949) 263 et seqqi see-also 19. See relevant family history. For their financial 
debacle, see Part III ch-3- 
10 
Sir Thomas Shirley the elder, who died in 1612, was for years 
one of the government's few right-hand men in Sussex and he 
seems, like Sir Walter Covert, to have held at one time or 
another most of the significant county, offices. He was at 
various times J. P., Sheriff, Deputy Lieutenant, and sat on 
Commissions for Recusancy, and was three times county M. P. for 
Sussex, - in 1572,1584 and 1593- Yet he was also appointed 
in February 1587 to the very responsible post of Treasurer at 
War to the English army serving in Leicesterts expedition to 
the Low Countries, - an office which he discharged with great 
discredit to himself and ultimately with great financial loss 
to his family. His three remarkable sons, Thomas) Anthony 
and Robert'2 can also be referred to as examples of the spirit 
of enterprise and adventure among the county families, who were 
not content merely to rusticate and manage their estates. But 
they necessarily played a much smaller part in the adminis- 
tration of Sussex in their day than their father had done 
before them. 
Conversely2 Sussex was situated close enough to London 
for the City and the professions to contribute to the ranks 
of its gentry families without their abandoning all earlier 
commercial or professional connections. An example is 
provided by the family of Bowyer of North Mundham near 
20. 
Chichester. Originally of a Staffordshire famlly2 one of the 
20. See relevant family history. 
11 
Bowyers had come to settle in Sussex towards the beginning 
of the fifteenth century, and his grandson who resided in 
Petworth became steward to the Earl of Northumberland. It 
was the eldest great-grandson however, Thomas Bowyert who 
died in 1558, who became a leading citizen and grocer of 
London2 and whot after having married the neice of a fellow 
grocer of the City and made and lost a fortune in his 
business, bought the manor and rectory of Roughton in North 
Mundham, part of the spoils of the Dissolution, where he 
retired and founded what was to be a prominent Sussex family, 
the Boiryers of Leythorne in North Mundham. His eldest son, 
also Thomas, who became a J. P. in 1593, he had encouraged to 
enter the legal profession which he himself had intended to 
follow but which he finally avoided "having some lack of the 
21. 
latyn tongue"; the grandson, Sir Thomas Bowyer, became an 
H. P. for Hidhurst in 1614, for Bramber between 1621 and 1642, 
and was sheriff in 1626-7. It was he who was created a 
Baronet in July 1627 and who re-built and enlarged the family 
residence of Leythorne. Such were the achievements possible 
for a county family which had taken the trouble to forge 
links with the City and the Bar. Yet2 despite their success, 
the Bowyers were by no means indifferent to the management 
of their Sussex property as is shoiin by the lengthy and 
21. s. kc., 1ýdv. 106o 
12 
formidable lawsuit maintained in the Court of Star Chamber 
and elsewhere by Thomas Bowyer, the lawyer$ against John 
Caryll of Warnham, and his confederates concerning a piece of 
22. 
disputed common land in the neighbourhood of North Mundham. 
Sussex was indeed the home of many active and progressiveý 
families. Yet, as has already been indicated, it was no mere 
back-garden of London and must have presented to the adminis- 
tration some of the problems of more distant counties. Apart 
from the natural obstacles of the Weald's clay bottoms and 
wooded thickets, - though these were more sparse than 
formerly owing to the long continued ravaging of timber 
23o 
which the government was now trying to check, -a nd of the 
humps- and hollows of the South Downs which, except in the 
extreme East, is.., olated the seaboard from the rest of the 
county - there were other administrative inconveniences. 24. 
For one thing, Sussex is nearly eighty miles long, though 
only between twenty and thirty miles wide, so that contact 
with the whole was not easily maintained and there was a 
tendency for the administration of the county to fall into 
two sectionst one centred at Chichester and the other at 
25, 
Lewes, This decentralisation may have given the individual 
J. P. in the outlying districts rather more power than he 
ý1' 
22. P. R. O., St. Ch. 5 Eliz I B. 105/7; 
MV34- B-32/9; B. 4: 1/26 
Co48/3; C. 14/16; C. 52ý21; C. 10/11; C* 59115. 
23- See eg. B. M. Stowe MS - 570-, f, 103. "Tbuuhing Iron Furnaces". 
24. The. statement in the Bishop of Chichester's letter to the 
Privy Council in 1564 that Sussex was Uabout ix myle$ in 
length", is an underestimate. See Camden Misc-M93)ixi9o 
13 
would have enjoyed in a small, compact county whose county 
town lay fairly near the geographical centre. Certainly there 
were complaints against the abuse of authority by one J. P. 
who live4at Salehurst at the extreme Eastern end of the county, 
though how much spite and how much truth lies behind them we 
26. 
shall probably never know. 
From the ecclesiastical point of view, Sussex was also 
something of a problem since, being practically co-terminous 
with the diocese of Chichester, its administrative centre 
was at one extreme end of the county. This made the Bishop 
far more dependent on his subordinates and on Commissioners 
for Recusancy; for East Sussex particularlyý than he would 
otherwise have been, and may partly account for the panic- 
stricken blunderings of Bishop Curtis in 1576-7 in his efforts 
to weed out recusancyl- efforts which stirred up much wrath 
and indignation among a group of conformable J. Pts whose views 
27a 
had been called in question. No doubt the proximity of 
Arundel, Petworth and Midhurst had also something to do with 
28. 
it* 
25, See Camden-Mige. (1893) iý., g, "The countye of Sussex 
is devided-into two partes East and West-" See also 
B. M. Harl. MS- 703, fo 16; and P? R. O*j S. P. 12/185, f, 43* 
26. See the two Star Chamber cases of Robert Walsh Esq., 
of Etchingham, Sussex v. John Wilgoose Esq. ) of Salehurst, both in 28 Eliz: - P. R. O., St. Ch. 5 Eliz. 
W 2/1 F. 26/14; W. 67/13; and P. R. O., St. Ch. 5 EliZ. 
W 45ý17- 
27. a-. A. C. 9 111.90; see also Part 1117 ch. 
2. 
28. V4. -supra, n, 8. 
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Economically too, Elizabethan Sussex had certain 
"Sussex, " says Esther interesting characteristics of its own. 
-. 29. Meynell in her popular work on the county, "is a succession 
of strips running from east to west. First against the sea 
ýs the rich alluvial land, early cultivated, which lies to 
the southward of the Downs2 wider in the western end of the 
county and fading away towards Brighton and on to Beachy Head, 
where the chalk cliffs step down to the seashore. Behind this 
lies the long sweep of the Downs themselves, falling in gentle 
though often steep curves to the level clays of the Weald 
In early times and indeed up to the period of Elizabeth and theýT 
Sussex iron-forges, the Weald was largely covered by dense 
forests ... The Wealden clay and the Wealden forests togetherf, 
k 
made a tolerably iftenetrable barrier to the north. Beyond 
the Weald comes what is known as the Forest Ridge, a lighter 
and more barren land, home of gorse .. and heather and pine 
trees2 the least authentically Sussex of all the strips. Then, 
just to stop any "foreigner" getting into Sussex at either end, 
at the east and at the west, to keep out the Kentish men and 
those from Hampshiret there was a vast area of marsh, still 
the most difficult of obstacles to movement when it is 
undrained. So it is small wonder that Sussex remained a 
"secret kingdod'. The only way to enter the county in the 
30. 
early days was by sea-" 
............... 29. Esther Meyneil: Sussex., (195o) 5th ed., 16. 
See also W. Camden:. Brittania, (1806), 2nd ed 01 30.12 267 
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Elizabethan Sussex was therefore capable of supporting an 
arable economy on the coastal strip, especially in the West 
round Chichester and narrowing in the East towards Beachy Head 
where the Downs meet the sea; a pastoral economy on the Downs 
31* 
-themselves; and a sylvan economy to the North where the 
iron and glass industries flourished. 
Apart from the foregoing characteristics of Elizabethan 
Sussexq all of which give it a peculiar interest to the local 
historian2 it is a county which offers considerable practical 
advantages to the research student in the way of material. 
To begin. with, the long series of publications of the Sussex 
Archaeological Society which was founded over a hundred years 
ago are invaluable as an introduction to many family histories 
and for information on country houses; the Sussex Record 
Society too has printed much valuable source material2 for 
example2 abstracts of Inquisitions Post Mortem2 and of 
Feet of Fines2 and so saved the researcher many valuable 
hours; and in addition there are a number of local histories 
of varying degrees of accuracy, as for example Horsfield's 
32,33- 
"History of SussexIII and Elwest "Castles and Mansions", 
all of which are useful in the early stages of research. 
ýI 
ýi 
0* 
31* For a summary of an inventory of the goods and 
livestock of Sir John Gage of West Firle near Lewes, 
taken on 12 September 1556, after his death) see 
S. A. C., xc) 67-8. 
32. T. -IT-kor s field: The histgM, a ntia ities -and 
top 
raDhy of the C, --(London-and Lewes, -1835-) 
33- -G. C., Elwes-and-C. J. Robinson: 
A History of the D 
ILSUssex Castles, Mgnsions and ma norg of West2r 
(London -and leires, 1879) - __ I- 
-1 
. 
"3 
1 ýI 
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The three volumes extant of the Sussex V. C. H., hamely for the 
Rapes of Hastings, Lewes and Chichester are also very useful. 
But perhaps the most helpful contribution of all is the 
arduous spadework already done by Sussex genealogists, - 
chiefly the Rev. John Comber and Mr. Challen. Apart from the 
formerts three published volumes of genealogies for the 
34- 
Horsham, Ardingly and Lewes districts2 much of his work 
survives in MS form in the Chichester County Record Office 
and has proved invaluable. Again, the painstaking investi- 
gations of Mr. Comber into the records of those families 35- 
which appear in Berry's "Sussex Genealogies" and his careful 
corrections and amplifications of Berry's work which appear 
in his owa personal copy of it now deposited at Chichester 
Record Office, have been indispensable. Without his 
meticulous checking and comparison of wills, inquisitions 
post mortem and parish registers, the task undertaken in this 
thesis might well have proved impossible. In the case of 
such families as the Iýewkenorsj or of the Pelhams for example, 
which had multifarious branches whose contemporary members 
often had identical Christian names, the problem of 
4 establishing identity might very often 
have been left 
unsolved but for Mr. Comber's extra.., ordinarily accurate 
34. ohn . Comber: 
1. Sussex . Genealogies: Horsham Centre 31) (CambridgeNRrdingly Centre\(Q -Leos 
b 
I ntre (tfza6ýLdge- 1933)-*, 
35- W. Berry: t Genealogies, ausse; gs. (1830) Comber's 
annotated copy. s-referred-to henceforth as "Berry & 
Comber", or B and C. 
17 
and painstaking notes. These have been further supplemented V 
by the genealogical notes of Mr. Challen. . 
00e0 
The choice of a suitable county for a study such as 
this is a simpler matter than the selection of "gentry" 
families within it. Indeed at the outset the researcher is 
faced with the time-honoured question as to who the "gentry" 
were in sixteenth century England2 or for that matter in 
any periodt and as to whether any clear meaning at all can be 
attached to so ambiguous a term as "gentleman". 
Contemporary opinion on the subject spoke with confused 
voices. What may perhaps be taken as the official view of 
the matter appears in a commission issued to Norroy$ King of 
Arms$ dated 27 June, 1561: "No sheriffs$ commissaries$ 
archdeacons$ officials$ scriveners-,, clerks$ writers or others 
shall call or write in courts and open places or use in 
writing the addition of esquire or gentleman unless they can 
justify the same by the law of arms and the laws of the 
realm, or ascertain the same in writing from Norroy or his 
deputies., ' 
36, 
This commission should be read in the light 
of a Statute of Henry V which had required that in future 
whenever a person's name appeared on any legal document, it 
should be followed by an "addition" descriptive of his 
4 
36. Cal. Pat. Rolls. Eliz., 1269-1563) 92. 
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"Estate, Degree or Mystery"* 
37. 
Clearly2 by the mid- 
sixteenth century the title of "gentleman" was becoming 
cheapened, and contemporary literature is full of expressions 
of offended conservative sentiment and of disgust at the 
pushfulness of social climbers. As Prof. Campbell remarks, 
"Defenders of the status quo in society frowned upon the 
38- 
ambition of the lower classes to move up the social scale. " 
nt 
And as Professor Tawney points out with reference to the 1. 
Puritan Revolution, I'There were voices, from the past which, 
when the crash came, hailed the fall of the monarchy as the 
inevitable nemesis of a general downward slide towards the 
abyss of social "parity", and reproached the professional 
custodians of traditional proprieties with opening to fees 39- 
doors which a prudent rigour would have locked. " 
Briefly, despite the flexibility Of the class structure 
of sixteenth century England, despite the rise to prominence 
of many hitherto obscure names and despite the power of 
wealth, the prevailing Elizabethan sentiment seems to have 
been voiced by Shakespeard: 
"The heavens themselves, the planets, and this centre 
-Observe degree, priority and place7 Insisture, course2 proportion, season form, 
Office2 and custom, in all line of otAer: 
000 
37. - -EVCk 
rA-92LL& 
e Univ. Press, 1942ý 38- M. 
) 
Campbell: The English oma (Yal 
otations 42.,,. This generalisation-she-bears out with qu 
from various 16th & 17th cent. writers, e. g. Robto 
Crowley, Sir Fr. Bacon, Barnabie Rich etc op. cit. 42-4. 
39., Prof. R. H. Tawney: "Rise of the Gentry; 15ý8-19: FOII 
-4) (s " "' ký 
'-, (Ec. Hist. Rev. 1-19jýi4O 
4 -. 14, 
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But when the planets 
In evil mixture to disorder wander, 
What plagues, and what portentst what mutiny, 
What raging of the sea2 shaking of earth7 
changes horrors, frights Commotion in the winds , 2 , Dive-rt and crack7 rend and deracinate 
The unity and married calm of states 
Quite from their fixurel 01 when degree is shaktd 
Which is the ladder to all high designs, 
The enterprise is sick. How could communities, 
Degrees in schools, and brotherhoods in cities, 
Peaceful commerce from dividable shores, 
The primogenitive and due of birth, 
Prerogative of age, crowns, sceptres, laurels, 
But by degree stand in authentic place? 
Take but degree away, untune that strin 5 
And, harkI what discord follows*" (4: 0 
This respect for "degree, priority and place" led from 
time to time to fruitless attempts to buttress up the social 
barriers against the 'new gentry' who were swarming into the 
law2 commerce2 the universities and parliament. For example, 
an effort was made in 1559 to impose a restriction on legal 
training and to confine it to the sons of established 
41. 
gentlemen. An attempt was even made, Canute-like2 to fix 
a legal maximum to the amount of real property which vulgar 
42. 
persons like mere merchants might buy. 
Yet all this literary comment and half-hearted 
administrative action amounts to little more than the 
expression of sentiment and is indicative to the historian of 
social change rather than of social stability. It points to 
an il: lusion2 apparently widely held in the sixteenth and 
40. Shakespeare: Troilus Cressida, Act I. SC-3- 
41. H. M. C. Hatfield -MSS -ij . 163- - -- - 42. ibid, See-also-Prof. Tawney2 Onord- -, 17-18. 
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seventeenth centuries, that in former days English society 
was a neat and ordered affair, a nicely-balanced class 
structure in which everyone had his or her own appointed rank 
and station and concerning which no legislation had been 
necessary since the whole combined naturally and harmoniously 
together, - but that more recently conceit and vanity had 
undone all this. "But with us" wrote Sir William Vaughan in 
1626, "Joane is as good as my Lady, Citizens' wives of late 
grown Gallants. The Yeoman doth gentilize it. The Gentldman 
scornes to be behind Nobleman ... It 
43- 
The social historian however, who, unlike the litterateur, 
is in search of the facts of the, situation rather than the 
feelings of contemporaries about it) will be content with a 
more balanced comment. 
In the absence of a precise definition of the term 11 
"gentleman", he will accept the somewhat vague description of 
him by Sir Walter Raleigh as "Situated neither in the lowest 
grounds nor in the highest mountains but in the 
44. 
valleys betlieen both. " 
Perhaps the last word in the matter rests with Sir 
Thomas Smith in his well-lmown passage in the "De Republica'12 
43. Quoted by Prof. Cqmpbell, op-cit, 43- 
44. Sir W. Raleigh* Concernin&. _the-Causes 
of the Magnificene 
itel and opulency oj Cities., -Quoted by Prof. -Tawney,,. oD*c 
. 
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entitled "Of Gentlemen": - 
"But ordinarily the King doth only make knights and 
create-barons or higher degrees: for as for gentlemen, they be made good cheape in England. For whosoever studieth the lawes of the realme, who studieth in the universities7 
who professeth liberall sciences7 and tole shorte, who can live idly and without manuall labour7 and will beare the 
port7 charge and countenaunce of a gentleman7 he shall be 
*9* taken for a gentleman. " 45. 
On this passage Professor Tawney comments, "Sir Thomas 
Smith had said that a gentleman is a man who spends his 
money like a gentleman. Of the theorist*s rash enough to 
attempt a definition, few succeeded in improving on that 
46. 
wise tautology. " 
Yet) Professor Tawney continues: - 
"In spite, nevertheless, of ambiguities, the group 
concerned was not difficult to identify. Its members 
varied widely in wealth; but, though ragged at its edges, it had a solid core. That core consisted of the landed 
proprietors, above the yeomanry, and below the peerage, together with a growing body of well-to-do farmers, 
sometimes tenants of their relatives, who had succeeded the humble peasants of the past as lessees of demesne farms; professional men2 also rapidly increasing in 
number, such as the more eminent lawyers, divines2 and 
an occasional medical practitioner; and the wealthier 
merchants ... It was this upper layer of commoners2 heterogeneous, but compact7 whose rapid rise in wealth 
and power most impressed contemporaries-" 47* 
In another Passage he describes them as: - 
"Holding a Position determined, not by legal 
distinctions, but by common estimation; kept few and 
tough by the ruthlessness of the English family system2 
pouring the martyrs of that prudent egotismq ýh; ir* younger sons) not only into the learned professions, 
but into armies) English and foreign, exploration and 
colonisation, and every branch of business enterprise. " 48. 
ed. L. Alston. (C. U. P 45. Sir T. Smith: De-ReDlIblica Anglor, 
1906)39-40* 
46. Prof Tawney, op. cit., 4. 
_47 
ibid 
48: 
ý 
Prof Taimey, op. cit,, 2-3- 
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For the purposes of such a study as this, then, the 
problem of differentiating precisely between gentry and non- 
gentry might seem well-nigh insuperable. To begin with, it 
49. 
is clear, as Mr. Trevor-Roper has pointed out, that there 
was no hard and fast distinction in Elizabethan England 
between nobility and greater gentry2 and to ignore titled 
families would be to blot out part of the picture of a 
homogeneous social structure. Of the six peers who had their 
main country residences in Sussex under Elizabeth2 namely 
the Earls of Arundel and Northumberland, Viscount Montague2 
and Barons Lumley, Buckhurst and De la Warr, two were of very 
recent creation - Viscount Montague having received his 360 51. 
title, in 1554, and Lord Buckhurst his in 1567* Moreover, 
the younger branches, for example2 of the Sackville family, 
namely the Sackvilles of Chiddingly and of Seddlescombe? - 
were indubitably Igentry'2 and contributed to the ranks of 
Sussex J. P's. 
52. 
Peers who may be said to have had their 
chief country residences in Sussex are therefore included in 
this study* 
At the other end of the scale2 the difficulties are very 
much greater, and have been touched on by Miss Campbell in 
- P__ -a 
,,, .. .1 .1........ . ...... "The Gentry, 1540_16401(gcon. Hist -FL., v 49. Mr. H. R. Trevor-Roper, / uRp-. j., 4 et seqq 
50. G. E. C. 2 Complete Peerag ix, 98. 51. ibid) iV2 422. 
52. See notes on the Sackville family, Section III of this 
, thesis. 
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53* 
her boolt, The English Yeomar x. She shows., thatý while there 
was a considerable social gulf between the geoman and the 
wealthy knight or large landed gentlemaný due to differences 
of wealth, birth and the length of settlement in a community, - 
to the possession of a coat of arms, to county connections 
and so on2 it is not so easy to determine the distinction 
existing between the yeoman and the lesser gentry. Clearly 
"blood" was no satisfactory basis of distinction since the 
younger sons of gentry were frequently classed as yeomeri, 
Conversely, many of the gentry were not Igentlemen of the 
blood' but had 'acquired, their gentility at the hands of the 54. 
heralds, a matter which2 as Sir Thomas Smith Points out2 
550 
could be discreetly arranged for a consideration. 
Thomas Fullerfs, well-worn remark is also relevant: "A 
Yeoman is a Gentleman in Ore whom the next age. may see 56. 
refined. " 
It'might seem from these contemporary comments that 
the student ofthe 'gentry' could reasonably expect some 
guidance as to who they were from the Heralds' Visitations. 
Whether coats of arms were inherited or purchased by parvenus) 
they seem to have been regarded as2 in some way, a hall-mark 
of gentility, and to have been prized as such. Undoubtedly 
some families which had recently risen to wealth and 
53- Prof. Qampbell: 012-cit-, 33. et seqq- 
54. ibid. 2 34-5, and -45 et seqq. 55. Sir -T. Smjth7 o]2. c; i!. t. ) 40. 56. Thomas Fuller: -The HolZ State, 105, quoted by Prof, 
Campbell, op---cit-7 35-6. 
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influence in their 'counties, would not immediately have 
sought patents of arms from the heralds and would not thereforeý 
appear in the Visitations. But a ny family which did appear 
there as armigerous'could surely be accepted as of the Igentry', 
even though its earlier origins might have been obscure. 
Such was the reasoning which led to a thorough investi- 
gation as a prelude to this present study of the three 
relevant Sussex Visitations, namely those of 1530,1570 and 
1634, and of the pedigrees conta ined in them2 but unfortun- 
ately they proved useless as a criterion of distinction 
between gentry andmon-gentry families. 
To begin with2 the number of families dealt with in 
each of these Visitation's varies widely. The 1530 Visitation 
of Sussex is recorded in at least two manuscripts, B.. Me 
Harleiam'. M. $'. I., 1562, and IIS. D. 13 in the College of Arms* 
The first is useless as a guide to which Sussex families were 
considered armigerous in 1530 since it includes also, without 
differentiation, families recognised in the Visitation of 
1633-4) and also "many additional Descents not registered in 
the above Visitations oll 
58o 
The College of Arms MS. ý D-13Y 
57. -IlenPref ace to The Visitgtiorýs of Sussex3 
1ý30 gnd_16 -1!! 
42 
(Harl. Soc. Pubns, 1905, liii), p. vi, quoting Sims Is 
Mgnual, (1856), for references to various MS versions of 
the Sussex Visitations. 
58. ibid; j p, v quoting Catalogue of_Harl-YSS., 
in the 
f-M. (1 06), 11,126. -.., 
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lists 25 families as armigerous in Sussex in 1530. The 1570 59. 
Visitation 7 according to the College of Arms MS. G. 181f. 68 
et seqq-j perhaps the most reliable version, recognised 57 
families, and the 1633-4 Visitation, according to the College 
of Arms MS. C. 277 recognised 211 families. 
Not only so, but thd lists of families vary in length 
and composition in the different NS versions of each single 
Visitation. For example, there are four ES versions of 
the 1570 Visitation; BM Add. ES. 17, o651B. M. Harl. MS. 1484, 
f. 60-707 College of Arms MS. D. 11 and College of Arms MS. 
G. 18, f. 68 et seqq. 
B. M. Add. MS 17,065 is described in the B. M. Class 
Catalogue, Volume 63, as a tVisitation of Sussex in A. D. 
1570 in the handwriting of R. Turpeyn, Windsor Herald". 
Richard Turpeyn's'name also appears at the head of the MS 60. 
itself. This version gives the genealogies of 23 families. 
B. M. Harl. M- 1484 is of no use as a guide to the 
Sussex gentry of the 1570 Visitation since it deals also with 
those of Kent. As the Class Catalogue in the B*M* points 61. 
out, "The Descents of these Counties are jumbled together 
and there are some few additions by the hand of 
I 
59. Noted in error as the 1574 Visitation in Preface to 
Harl. Soc. Pubns. 9 liii, p. vi. cf. B. M. Class Catalogue Vol. 63, Visitations of Sussex, as 1570 Visitation. 60. B. M. Add. -MS. -17, . 0659 f. l. -, 61. B. M. Class Catalogue Vol. 63-, Kent. 
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MS D. 11 in the College of Arms, gives the genealogies of 62. 
43 Sussex families, and MS G. 18, of 57 families. 
For the 1633-4 Visitation there are many different MS 63- 
versions in the B. M. -which are listed in Sim's Menual and a 
MS in the College of Arms, namely C. 27, which lists 211 
families. 
Obviously the most significant of these three Visitations 
for a study of Elizabethan Sussex, should be that of 1570t 
But since there are several different MS. versions of it, each 
of which includes some families not found in the others and 
all of which omit some families which it is clear from other 
sources were of outstanding importance in Elizabethan Sussex, 
for example the family of Covert of Slaugham2 this Visitation 
appears to have little value as a catalogue of resident 
Sussex gentry at that time. Some important Elizabethan 
families ý4ake their debut on the heralds, books in 1634, for 64. 
example these same Coverts, but there were others mentioned 
in that Visitation who were not apparently resident in 
Sussex in the sixteenth century, so that this later Visitation 
is also worthless as aguide to the Elizabethan gentry. 
62. H. C. MS. G. 18, f. 68 et seqq is an original draft on 
which H. C. MS D. 11 is based. The former is more 
complete than the latter and contains more pedigrees, 
but H. C. IIS D. 11 contains those of 2 families not 
mentioned in the earlier version namely those of 
Trayton and of Shurley of Isfiela. 63. Quoted in Prefqce to Harl-Socl Pubns., liiij p. vi. 
64. See H. c. MS., Qý. 27- 
ý: ;iI 
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Indeed, a careful study of this material led to the 
conclusion that it was of very little value as a foundation 
for a social survey of the Sussex gentry. The Richmond 
Herald, Mr. Wagner) has explained to me verbally that the 
earlier the Visitation the more defectige it is likely to be, 
and that the lists of families in 14S versions of sixteenth 
century Visitations are nothing like comprehensive. Some 14SS 
in the College of Arms are clearly no more than rough drafts 
made out hastily at the time the Visitation was carried out, 
and others are elaborated copies of these which do not 65. 
contain all the families mentioned in the drafts. 
Moreover, he has pointed out that sometimes families 
of ancient standing in their county whose gentility would 
never be disputed were simply not included in certain of 66. 
the Visitations. 
Finally$ younger branches of families whose elder line 
was seated in another county and would probably appear in 
that county's Visitations2 would not, as a rule2 appear in 67- 
those of the county where they themselves reýided. 
In fact, if anytliingl the Visitations seem to deal more 
65. See n. 62- 66. This point is also made by Sir George Sitwell: "The 
English Gentleman", (The Ancestor, 1) 58 et seaq) Among 
Sussex familiesIthe Pelhams, for example, are not 
listed in either H. C. 11S., D. 11 or II. C. MS, G. 18. 67- E. g. the Blounts of Dedisham, near Slinfold2 Sussex2 were 
a younger branch of the Blounts of Mapledurham2 co. 
Oxon. 
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extensively with the lesser gentry whose gentility might be 
questioned at some time or other, than with the more 
powerful famiýies and their branches, - and they certainly 
give no guide to a mants relative importance in his county. 
Miss Campbell seems to have arrived at the same conclusion3 
she writes, "The reports of the herhlds' Visitations are 
notoriously inaccurate in giving a complete list of the 
resident gentry in various counties; there are almost always 
additional lists of Idisclaimers'. But there, is, I think2 
no disposition to question the right of those who are recorded 68. 
there to their place in the list. " 
As additional information about the status of families 
already under review, the Visitations are indeed an 
interesting source. But as a criterion of distinction 
between gentry and non-gentry families in a given county at 
a given time2 they are useless, Indeed, the inclusion by 
them of many families of extreme obscurity in their county's 
annals is in itself a warning to the social historian who 
would study "the gentry" as a whole. They remind him that2 
beyond the core of influential county families who won for 
themselves places on the Commission or who entered Parliament 
as county members2 or became sheriffs and Deputy Lieutenants2 
there was a large a nd indeterminate body of lesser gentry 
who have left few records of their doings and, who pbyed 
68. op-ci 37. 
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only a minor part in the administrative history of their 
county. At the periphery, these shaded off imperceptibly 
into the yeoman and non-gentry classes. 
Unfortunately2 these "lesser gentry'17 interesting as 
they no doubt are, do not figure in this thesis. To achieve 
any concrete results2 certain families had to be selected 
from the indeterminate mass2 and as a principle of selection2 
some criterion other than the right to bear arms seemed 
necessary if the most influential families were to provide 
the main subject-matter. 
Influence is no doubt an ambiguous concept and exists 
in a variety of forms so that -the problem of selecting the 
more influential among the gentry families of Elizabethan 
Sussex could be approached from a number of different angles. 
The economic historian would) no doubt, begin by attempting 
to assess the number of manors held, or the annual 
' 
income 
enjoyed by the heads of respective families, and would then 
proceed to pick out the more prosperous for further study. 
But the concept which has been adopted as the starting point 
of this thesis is that of political or administrative 
influence within the county. That is to say, the families 
which have been chosen for detailed study are those which 
were reprbsented among the holders of leading county offices 
within the Elizabethan period. Lists were therefore compiled 
of the names of all those who were county members of 
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Parliament for Sussex during the reign, likewise lists of 
DePutY Lieutenants, sheriffs and Justices of the Peace for 
Sussex during those years. 
Naturally, the longest of these lists was that of the 
Justices of the Peace. This was Put together from the 
invaluable source of the Assize Rolls for the S. E. Circuit. 
These exist in the P. R. O. in almost a complete series for 
the entire reign, 
69. 
and attached to them, as a rule) are two 
annual lists of J-PIs for each county within the circuit, 
one of which is Sussex, one list apparently having been 
customarily drawn up in the Hilary'and the other in the 
Trinity Law term. These lists are far more numerous and 
therefore far more valuable than the ILibri Pacis' or than 
the entries on the Patent Rolls which Miss Putnam lists in 70. 
her article since these latter, taken together) amount in 
all to lists for only nineteen various years during the 
reign, while there are lists of Elizabethan J. Pts attached to 
71- the Assize Rolls for Sussex almost throughout the reign. 
From_the complete catalogue of names of all those 
individuals appointed to the commission of the Peace for 
69. P. R. O. Assize Rolls, S. E. Circuit. A- 35, (Sussex). 
70. B. Putnam: ujustices of the Peace7 1558-1688"(I. H. E. Bull. 
1926-72iv: 144). 
71. For some years only one of the 2 lists survives, but 
there are only six years for which there are no lists 
for Sussex2 i. e. 1563,1567,1574,1584) 1586,1603- 
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Sussex at any time during the Elizabethan period, certain 
ones had clearly to be omitted in the final derivative list 
of J-P's who were representative of the Elizabethan Sussex 
gentry. 
To betin with, it was necessary to ignore the names of 
all those who, like the Lord Chancellor and the Lord Treasurer7 
were named at the head of each Commission in a purely honorary 
or official capacity, and who were not resident Sussex gentry; 
also omitted were those Who Were on the Commission merely 
as lawyers, usually attached to the S. E. Circuit2 and who 
were non-resident in the county; also all who were clergy, 
since these were really a distinct social entity; and finally, 
all individuals-vihose families, whether forbears or 
descendants2 were not living in Sussex in 1580. The reason 
for the omission of this last group is that a number*of names 
appear among the lists of J. Pts for the first or for-he last 
years of the reign2 names of individuals who either died or 
quitted the county early in that period, leaving no 
descendants, or who Were newcomers towards the end of it. 
Since this study is . concerned primarily With families, settled 
in Sussex during the reign of Elizabeth) these individual 
J-Pts are not really relevant to it. The choice of 1580 as 
a test year for qualification as a resident Sussex family, 
might a ppear somewhat arbitrary at first sight7 but as. it is 
roughly half-way through the reign, it might be said that 
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families which had disappeared before then or which did not 
appear until afterwards, can have played only a minor part in 
the history of Elizabethan Sussex. In fact, this surmise does 
nearly 
appear to be justified since/all the families which were 
really prominent during this period had representatives living 
only 
in Sussex in 1580ý Sir John Jefferayý the judge2 who died in 
1578 without male heirs, is included by a special concession. 
In any case, to study the families of all the J-Pls who wre 
resident 'in Sussex at any time during the reign would be a 
formidable task. 
72.73. 
The lists of county M. P's for Sussex) and of sheriffs 
74. 
and Deputy Lieutenants during the reign, add nothing to the 
family names derived from the Commissions of the Peqce. Of the 
County M. P's for Sussex between 1558 and 16032 all but two 
came from families which were resident mainly in Sussex in 75. 
1580. Of the list of sheriffs, only one was excluded from 
the final list of gentry, Sir William Gresham of Mayfield) 
who died in 1579. In his family there was a failure of male 
72. Official Returns and Browne Willis: Notitia Parliamentarial; 
(1730)- 
73- P. R. O. Sheriffs. - 74. See-S. P. Dom. Eliz-7 59, no. 61; 1 nos-52 and 53; H-M-C- 
Hutfield MSS., 1117 297; A. P. C.. 15916,91; A. P. C. '1601,400 
Crown Office Docquet Book, P. R. O. 42U p. 220. 
75. These two were Charles Howard Esq., 2nd son of Charles 
Howard2 2nd Baron Howard of Effingham7 11, P. for Sussex in 
1601; and Henry Neville EsqIj descended from a younger 
branch of the family of Neville, Lords Abergavenny, and 
son of Sir. Henry Neville of Billingbeare7 Berks. He was 
m. p. for Sussex in 1588. For Charles Howard see M. Mortz 
/contd e 
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heirs, for his counsin, Sir Thomas Gresham2 also died in 
1579- 
76. 
All those who were Deputy Lieutenants for Sussex 
between 1558 and 1603 were of families resident there in 
1580, and represented on the Commission of the Peace during 
the reign. 
From these sources the resulting list of names prove 
77. 
to have belonged to seventy different Sussex families 
fortunately not an unmanageable number fdr a study of this 
sort. Obviously there are dangers in describing these as 
'the gentry" of Sussex without qualification, partly since, 
as has already been explained2 many "lesser gentry" are 
excluded) and partly because one would not expect to find 
many recusant families among them even though they may have 
been important. Yet, surprisingly, the most prominent 
75.2ýBrLd 
"The Personnel of the House-of Commons in 1601,,! '(Univ. of 
London-M. A. thesis), Section-iii) 156; J. E. Neale: 
ElizZ, bethan House of Commons, 47; G. E. C.; ix7'788; S. R. S. 
xix-51. For, Henry Neville, see Harl. Soc. Pubns. Visitation 
of Berks ., 11 181; ij 249750; Horsfield, op. cit-, ij 417; S. A. C. ) iii 1671210j245, xxi 8; H. Matthews: Personnel 
of the House of Commons in 1ý84 (Univ. of London M. A. 
thesis), Section 111,1166. Bo of these had property 
in Sussex at the time theý represented the county in 
Parliament, but neither appears to have been mainly 
resident there in 1580, the former being of Surrey, the 
latter of Berkshire. 
76. Berry & Comber: Sussex Genealogies, 7 238-9* 77. There was at this stage. much arduous genealogical 
research to be done to establish to which family each 
individual belonged, and who his relatives were. For list-c 
of county M. P's , sheriffs, Deputy and Lords Lieutenants 
as well as for the list of 70 families and their subsi- 
diary branches selected for study, see Section II, 
Appendices 1-5. For the inclusion of Sir John Jefferay) 
see relevant family history) n. 11, TI 
IA 
.. r-x 
recusant families are found among the seventy referred to, 
either because they had representatives on the Commission 
early in the reign, or because they had non-recusant branches. 
In conclusion, it may be said that the seventy families 
selected are not unrepresentative of the more prominent 
gentry, including of course the nobility) of Elizabethan 
Sussex. 
*0*9 
Once having determined on the families to be studied 
in detail, the next step was' to decide precisely what 
questions were to be pursued with regard to them2 and how 
the resulting material could best be arranged. 
It seemed that a necessary preliminary was a general 
inquiry on broad lines into their respective origins and the 
apprOXimate antiquity of each familyls connection with the 
county. From such an investigation it was hoped that some 
conclusions might be drawn as to what proportion of-the 
"office-holding" gentry were newcomers to the county, and, if 
possible, why they came; what relation2 if any, had a long 
connection with the county to the tenure of important 
county offices; and whether county offices were concentrated 
in the hands of a few families of long standing and 
influence or whether newcomers were able to push their way to 
the top. An attempt was also made early in the course of 
this study to discover precisaly where the selected families 
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were settled in the county so that their mutual proximity 
or otherwise could be established, and the possibility of 
local groupings be made apparent. The structure and 
composition of each family as it was in 1580 was also studied 
so that certain questions of interest to the social historian 
could be investigated2 for example, as to the average 
number of children2 or the extent to which marriages in this 
class wereýetermined by proximity of residence7 social status 
or religious persuasion. A brief survey was also made of 
higher education. Other questions relate to the relative 
wealth of these families, the occupations of their members2 
and the possible connection between these; and finally to the 
political and religious a lignments among them so far as 
these are discernible. 
The thesis falls into three main sections; the text2 a 
series of statistical tables2 and a collection of family 
histories. 
. 11 'j, 
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PART I 
THE ANTECEDENTS AND SOCIAL SETTING 
OF THE SUSSEX GENTRY 
CHAPTER I 
Origing: the Weight of tradition 
Sussex is proverbially a conservative county in its 
social habits and loyalties. Even to-day in the more rural 
and unsophis ticated districts, many years must pass before 
a settler ceases to be regarded as a "foreigner" by the local 
inhabitants, andý in this, Sussex resembles counties far 
more remote from the capital. In the hamlets and villages, 
memories are long, and there is some pride among the country 
folk in the "old" families of their neighbourhood, families 
such as the Ashburnhams whose part in the history of the 
county was, until recently, unbroken since well before modern 10 
times. Even those names which have now died out, like that 
of Caryll of West Grinstead, are cherished in the districts 
they were once associated with and their houses7 portraits 
and furniture, and in this case even their secret chapel and 
The Ashburnhams appear to have been connected with the 
manor of that name in Foxearle Hundred, Hastings Rape2 
from the 12th century. (V. C. H. Sussex2 ixg 127) The 
last survivor of this ancient family, Lady Catherine 
Ashburnham2 died in 1953. 
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2. 
missals, are preserved as a memorial to them. The survival 
of many historic country houses, such as Parham near 
Pulborough, once the home of some of the Palmers2 has 
certainly helped to commemorate names now extinct. 
One might suppose that in the 16th century, the forces 
that have produced this conservatism would have operated still 
more powerfully; geographical factors making for the 
comparative isolation of the county in those days would be 
likely to have had a marked influence on its social life. 
Yet in an age of rapid and incisive social transition Sussex 
cannot have remained entirely unaffected by the changes of 
the period. Indeed, the organisation of the county in the 
Elizabethan period is likely to present an interesting study 
in the conflict of reactionary and progressive forcest and 
the social class most likely to be affected by the action and 
counter-action of these forces was, surely, the gentry. They 
have so often been described as both the vehicles and the 
products of the social, economic and political changes of the 
period; yet it may well be asked whether they, like the 
Crown itself, did not owe much to the wight of tradition and7 
in many cases, to a long association with the counties where 
2, The Priest House in West Grinstead, property of the 
Carylls in a later period$ and which contains a chapel 
hidden in the roof$ is now the property of the West 
Grinstead Roman Catholic Church, and houses many of the 
former possessions of this family. 
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they flourished. 
In order to assess, even approximately, the extent to 
which the "office-holding" families among the Sussex gentry of 
the Elizabethan period owed their influence to a long 
connection with the county and to the social standing of their 
ancestors, a rough estimate has been made of the length of 3o 
time during which each family had been resident in the shire,, 
It appears that, of the 70 families selected for study, 
18 were certainly resident in the county before 1400; 16 were 
certainly resident between 1400 and 1500; and that 36 are 
known to have been resident only aftdr 1500. It should be 
pointed out that not all the 16 families in the second group, 
nor all the 36 families in the third, were necessarily 
newcomers to Sussex within the periods indicated. In some 
cases genealogical information is scanty and a pedigree can be 
traced back only one or two generations with any degree of 
accuracy; yet the existence of the family name in the county 
many generations earlier or the existence Of heraldic evidence 
may suggest that the family in question was indigenous even if 
its origins were obscure. In such casesibmilies are classi- 
fied as resident in Sussex only from such times as there is 
reliable genealogical evidence for it, but where it seems 
likely that they had lived in Sussex much earlier the fact is 
noted I en passant' - 
See Section III Appendix 
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On distinguishing between those families of the 
second group who seem definitely to have "immigrated" to 
Sussex between 1400 and 1500 and those whose pedigrees have 
not been traced back beyond this period but who were probably 
indigenous, it appears that there were 9 of the former and 7 
of the latter. Of the 36 families of the third group there 
were 28 "immigrant" families2 some of whom2 howevert had 
property in Sussex before the 16th centurY2 and 8 families 
of obscure origins who were probably indigenous. 
To sum up, - 18 families or more than a quarter of 
the total selected for investigation) were resident in the 
county at least before the beginning of the 15th century; 
there were 7 more families residing in the county in the 15th 
century who were Probably of native origin, and 8 more, 
resident in the 16th century who were probably also not 
newcomers. So that) altogether, of the moffice-holding" 
families studied for the Elizabethan period, 33 out of 701 
or nearly half were either long-established in the county, 
that is to say) for at least a century and a half, or else 
were very likely of local, If obscure, and possibly humble 
origins. This does suggest that length of residence had, at 
any rate in Elizabethan Sussex, a great deal to do with a 
family's political influence in the county. 
For the present, attention will be concentrated on some 
of the 18 "office-holding" families known to have been settled 
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main county residence of the Fitzalans in the Elizabethan 
period. 
The Wests7 Barons De la Warr, seem to have owed their 
rapid rise to nobility and fortune in the late 14th and early 
15th centuries to a series of highly profitable marriages. 
E. Pj Shirley says that lithe Wests are remarkable not so much 
for the antiquity of the family as, for the early period at 6o 
which they attained the honour of the peerage". Considering 
that their first recorded ancestor, Sir Thomas West, who 
married Eleanor, daughter and heiress of Sir John de Cantilupe 
of Hempston Cantilupe in Devon and of Snitterfield, Warwick- 
shire, lived in the mid 14th century, it might seem surprising 
that his great-grandson, Reginald, should, in 1426, have held 
two baronies and very considerable property in Sussex, if it 
were not for the fact that Reginald's father, grandfather and 
7* 
great grandfather had all married wealthy heiresses. The 
first of these marriages brought the Wests property in Devon 
and Warwickshire; the second brought them both the Fitzherbert 
and Peverel inheritances7 much of which lay in Sus-sex, 
including the two important houses of Ewhurst in Shermanbury 
and Offington in Broadwater, the latter becoming the Westst 
main family residence in the Elizabethan period; and the' third 
60 - E. P. Shirley: Noblemen & Gentlemen of England - quoted in 
ýLIZ aI =ivl 90 7o For the early West pedigree, see A,. Collins: Peerage of 
En * nd B and C., 2 a. -gland, 
(1812)s ) -j a This first Sir Thomas West is sometimes described as the 
first Baron West, (Collins2 loc. cit. 7 & S. AoC. lxxxii, 
61) 
42 
eventually brought them in 1426, in addition to their own 
recently acquired Barony of West, the De la Warr Barony and 
8. 
property. 
This run of profitable marriages did not end even there, 
for the great-grandson of Reginald, the first West who, from 
1426) was also Baron De la Warr, - namely Thomas, 9th Baron 
De la Warr, married Elizabeth, daughter and cohalkess of 
Sir Richard Bonville of Halnaker 2 or Halfnaked as. it was 
sometimes called an ancient fortified house adjacent to 
Boxgrove priory. This ancient house and the patronage of 
the priory, a Benedictine foundation established in the early 
12th century,. were brought to Sir Thomas by his marriage, he 
having already the two Sussex residences of Offington and 
Ewhurstq and other lands within and without the county. 
While Sir Thomas' father had apparently resided principally 
at Offington, it was evidently Halnaker which won first place 
in the, 9th Baron's affection, for there is evidence that he 
spent considerable time and money on the improvement and 
10. 
beautifying of the place. He was also, apparently, much 
7. contd. 
though other genealogies give his grandson, also Sir 
Thomas West husband of Joanna De la Warr, as the first 
Lord West. tG. E. C. 1898 ed. viii. 1023 B and C. 11oc., cit-)- 
8. Reginald's great-grandfather, the first Sir Thomas West) 
married Eleanor de Cantilupe (v. supra. )3 his grandfather, 
the second Sir Thomas West, married Alice, daughter and 
heiress of Sir Edmund Fitzherbert, (S-A-r,. JXXXii. 59); his 
father, Thomas, lst Lord West, married Joanna, the De la 
.; 
cit; B and C. I Lt) Warr heiress (CollinS! Aj;. Uoc_ OLP. gi ; iv. 156 9. B&C loc.. cit3 cf. MxUxii. bl; anu G. -M. C. 
which give "Sir John Bonvillell. 
10-S. A. C., 1xxxii 63 et seqq, 
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attached to Boxgrove priory, for when it was about to be 
dissolved he sent a petition to Cromwell begging him to hold 
his hand, or, if the dissolution must be carried through2 to 
grant the site to him, Lord De la Warr7 since he was the 
patron and many of his wife's ancestors were buried there. 
When the priory was dissolved in 1535, the site was, in fact, 
12. 
granted to Lord De la Warr for the sum of : C126-13.4. Unlike 
some of his contemporaries2 Sir Thomas seems to have desired to 
possess this property for sentimental rather than acquisitive 
reasons From 1536 onwards he consistently opposed the 
Dissolution, and he disliked the new service-books, and was 
13. 
even imprisoned for a month in 1538 as a suspected malcontent. 
It was in the chancel of Boxgrove priory that he had built him- 
self a lavishly decorated tomb-chapel though it was not his 
fate to rest there. His wife who predeceased him was buried 
14. 
at Boxgrove where there is a monumental inscription to her. 
Perhaps it was to prevent his taking steps at any time 
to restore the monks at Boxgrovej or at least because his 
affection for the place and his obvious regrets about the 
change it had recently suffered might influence others7 that 
Lord De la Warr was compelled to exchange it with the Crown 150 IN 
V for the dissolved Nunnery of Aerwell in Hampshire in 1540. 
J 
11. S. A. C., xv, 103 et seqq. 
12. ibid . 13. D. N. B. 
14. B. & C., loc.. git. 
15. S. A. C. vii, 218-219; 1ýocxii- 64; and xv. 83- 
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As a part of his side of the exchange, Lord De la Warr was 
required to surrender his estate and mansion of Halnaker, 
adjacent to. Boxgrove priory2 which he had acquired through 
his wife and on which he had lavished care and money. He, not 
unnaturally2 made some difficulty about this$ but Henry VIII 
was adamant2 perhaps remembering his visit there in August 
16. 
1526, when Lord De la Warr had been his host, and coveting it. 
Elizabeth, Lord Be la Warr's wife7 added her protests to her 
husband's but unavailingly2 so that he was compelled to 
retire to his house at Offington, "with a rdluctance that can 
17. 
be imagined after all he had done to beautify Halnaker". 
Yet, Halnaker once in the KingIs hands, wqs allowed to go to 
ruin and remained unoccupied until Sir John Morley acquired 
18. 
it in Elizabeth's reign. 
The Wests2 indeed, who had risen so rapidly to 
prosperityt appear to have suffered a turn of fortune's wheel 
in the mid 16th century. Not only did they experience 
Henry VIII's rapacity and high-handedness but the family 0 
became divided against itself, and if it did not fall, came 
close to doing so. The 9th Baron who died in 1554, left no 
children, and all his four full brothers had died without 
19. 
issue. However, his eldest brother of the half blood, 
16. D_-N. B. 
17. S-A,. C., lxxxii, 64. 
18.1]2i. 61, d- and D. K_-B- L 19. B. & C., joc. gite 
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the eldest son of the 8th Baron's second marriage, Sir George 
West of Warbleton2 who had died in 1538, had left two sons, 
20. 
William and Thomas. The elder of these, William, had been 
adopted by the gth Baron sometime after 1540, as his heir, but 
this peer seems subsequently to have regretted his action 
since, in 1549, he accused his nephew of attempting to poison 
21. 
him in his impatience for his inheritance. On this charge, 
William West was disabled in February 1548/9 from inheriting 
his title, but he was later forgiven: by his uncle who gave 
him a pension, a house in London) and the manors of Offington 
and Ewhurst in Sussex; he was not, however, restored in blood 
until 1563 and not given his title of Baron De la Warr until 
22. 
February 1569/70., 
The Sackvilles were more fortunate. Whereas the Wests 
were sufficiently wealthy and influential by the early 16th 
century to attract some of the penalties attached to those 
circumstances under Henry VIII's regime, the Sackvilles had 
their way still to make. They were sufficiently shrewd to 
realise that this must be done in co-operation with and under 
the wing of the Tudor monarchy2 and this appears to have 
been the secret of their rise to outstanding wo: ddly success 
in the 16th century. Among the gentry and nobility of 
20. ibid; and P. C. C. 10 Crumwell, pr. 1538- 
21. ]2, U. h. sub "Sir Thomas West, gth Baron Delawarr" 
22. B. & C., joc. cit; and D. N. B., loc. cit. 
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Elizabethan Sussex, there seems to have been no family which 
could rival them in influence at Court or in the county as a 
whole; for of the other titled families mainly resident in 
Sussex, all but the Wests fell foul of the government at one 
time or another during the reign and theyt as has been shown, 
were, until February 1569/70, overshadowed-by the recent 
scandal attached to their name. Examination of the histories 
of the other titled Sussex families2 for example those of 
Fitzalan7 Howardq Lumley and Percy, shows that all of them were 
more or less suspect at intervals during the reign, and even 
Anthony Browne, lst Viscount Montague7 that curious Henricianj, 
whose family owed its title and influence to the Tudors7 and 
who appears to have been able to combine devotion to the 
traditional faith with loyalty to the Crown on most occasions, 
swerved momentarily after the Bull of Excommunication, for he 
was numbered in 1571 among the well-wishers of the Ridolfi 
23- 
Conspiracy. 
Compared with these, the Sackvillesvere indeed the tools 
of the Tudors) and to them they owed both their title and 
much of their wealth. Yet, they were undoubtedly one of the 
"old" gentry families of Sussex, and, they may have owed their 
influence there in the Elizabethan period partly to their long 
connection with the county. As Miss Sackville-West has 
23- See notes on the family of Browne, Viscount Montague$ 
Section III of this thesis. Also H. M. C. Hatfield MSSIi, 
526-8) and Cal. S. P. D. 1547-80,438, (no. 64). 
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written) "Sussex, in fact, was their cradle long before they 
came to Kent. Buckhurst2 which they had owned since the 12th 
century) was at one time an even larger house than Knole, and 
to their own vault in the parish Church of Withiam they were 
24. 
invariably brought to rest. " 
By Queen Elizabeth's accession2 the Sackvilles2 though 
still outside the ranks of the peeraget were very well 
established both socially and materially. Concerning their 
early history2 the family historian) Miss Sackville-West2 has 
written that the first Sackville of whom any "authentic" 
record exists was a contemporary of William 1.25. Whatever 
the degree of accuracy of this statement, it is certain that 
a Sackville was three times county member for Sussex in 
Richard IIts reign, and that the name appears frequently on 
26. 
the list of early sheriffs for the county* They appear 
in the list of Sussex gentry of 1411 and may have derived 
their arms chiefly from the De Veres, since one Sir Jordan de 
Sackville who had died in King Johnts reign had married a 
27 
daikghter of the Earl of Oxford. 
24. V. Sackville-West: Knole and the Sackvi1lep3---(j923) 18* 
But S. A. C. 178 says thTt Bayham Abbey, 6ussex, 
was formeriy the burial place, of the Sackvilles. 
25. ibid. 1 29 et seqq. 26. S. A. C., xxxi, 110; P. R. O. - 
Sheriff 
27. S. A. C., xxxix, 101; S. A. C., vi. 76- 
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The Sir Richard Sackville who is described by Miss 
Sackville-West as "the founder of the family fortune" was 
first cousin to Anne Boleyn2 a fact that was to acquire 
28. 
significance in Elizabethts reign. Perhaps the most 
memorable thing about Sir Richard "Fill-sack" as he was 
sometimes called, was the way in which he established the 
wealth of his family, acquiring monastic lands and ready 
money for himself and his descendants, and even for his 
29. 
distant relatives* It is notable that the beginning of 
his public career can be dated from the opening of the 
Reformation Parliament in which he sat as M. P. for Arundel, 
30- 
being at that time steward to the Earl of Arundel., From 
1529 his public responsibilities multiplied and with them the 
opportunities for the enrichment and advancement of himself 
and his family. In about 1539 he was appointed under-, 
treasurer of the exchequer and treasurer of the army and in 
31- 
1542 he became Escheator of Surrey and Sussex. Under 
Edward VI, he took a still more prominent part in public 
life, being appointed on the 24th August 1548, Chancellor of 
the Court of Augmentations, and in 1552, three years after he, 
had been knighted7 he was made Commissioner for the sale of 
28. D. N. B. sub "Sir Richard Sackville" 
29. e. g. grant to William Sackville of Dorking, Surrey. 
S. A. c., xxv, 41. For his relationship to Sir Richard 
Sackville, see P-& C., loc. cit. 
30. D. N. B. 
3le ibid. 
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Chantry lands. - In 1554 he became a Privy Councillor. Among 
the various duties alloted to him after Elizabeth's accession 
were the supervision of the recall of the old coinage and the 
issue of the new in 15602 - and those attached to the 32. 
Stewardship of the Duchy of Lancaster in Sussex. 
The economic side of the life of the gentry will be 
examined in another section of this thesis. It is sufficient 
here to remark that at the beginning of the Elizabethan 
period the Sackvilles had property scattered fairly widely 
through th6 Eastern part of the county, while in the course 
of the reign they acquired still more. They had also town 
houses in Lewes and London. 
33- 
From such a family came 
Thomas Sackville who was raised to the peerage in June, 1567 as 34. 
Baron Buckhurst) and in June, 1582 created a Privy Councillor. 
All three of these "old" and now titled Sussex families, 
the Fitzalans) the Wests and the Sackvilles, exercised I 
considerable influence in Sussex at one time or another under 35. 
Elizabetht more particularly the Fitzalans and the Sackvilles. 
It is relevant to the theme of this chapter that during the 
first half of the reign at least, the position of lea ers ip 
in the county was disputed by two of the "oldt' Sussex 
families, the Fitzalans and the Sackvilles. One was settled 
in the West$ the other in East Sussex; one had belonged to the 
32. ibid; and Cal-S. P. D. 15A2-t8O) 160 et se q9: V. Sackville- 33. Horsfield oR. cit-tt, 21 216; S. A. C., A121 I West: oD*cit. ) 31* 34. G. E. c., ii-. 384; iv. 422. 
35. For their part in the pain political developments in 
Elizabethan Sussex, see Part III of this thesis, 
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from the painting at Longleat, W: Llts oIR WALTER COVL 
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peerage since the 13th centur., y, tl-le other was ennobled only 
in 1567; one was strong 
1ý. 7 conserw tive, both politically and 
religiousl-, l, tlie other more progressive in both spheres. -e 
t 
both had been settled in the county since at least the ]--, tl, 
36. 
century. 
Other families of the group of 18 it., o are known to have 
been settled in Sussex before 1400 and which were particularly 
Prominent in the later 16th century, though not of noble 
status, were the Coverts, the Palmers, the Pel. -anis and the 
Gorings. 
Outstanding even among these for influence was the 
family of Covert, which, although remarkably prosperous and 
well established in the county even before the accession of 
Elizabeth, appeared to reach the surnmit of its power in the 
late 16th century and at the beginning of the 17th century. 
As one writer has put it, "The glory of the name was at its 
highest when the most illustrious of his race, Sir 'W'alter 
Covert, built in about 1600 his house at Slaugham7 oif which 
only ruins remain to attest its former grandeur. The decline 
and fall of the family seems to have coincided with the decay 
of the mansion. " 
37- 
'-')ir Walter himself was7 indeedg in the 
latter half of Elizabeth's reign and thereafter, a pillar of 
the commonwealth; and even in her time he had held all the 
chief coumty offices7 being a J. P. continuously from 1581; 
one of the three Deputy Lieutenants for the county from 
o See Appendix 6. 
o S-A-Co7 XlIvi, 170- 
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November, 1569 on to the end of the reign; a county membpr 
in 1581 as the result of a bye-election; and again in 1586; 
38. 
and sheriff in 1583-4 and 1592-3- The most casual 
39- 
reference to the Covert Papers will show to what extent he 
was relied on by the Privy Council, by the Lords Lieutenant 
of the county, by Walsingham7 by peers who wanted to 
40.41. 
influence an election, or the selection of a jury, or, 
for example, to settle a local feud which threatened to 
disrupt the organisation of the musters in the City of 
42* 
Chichester. Covert, it appears, was of the stuff of which 
Tudor administrators were made, and in the 15801s he and Lord 
Buckhurst appear virtually to have run the county between 
them. Sir Thomas Palmer of Angmering, it is true, might seem 
to have rivalled him in influence; he was also a Deputy 
Lieutenant from November 15692 Sheriff from November 1572-1573 
and was returned with Robert Sackville, Lord Buckhurst's 
43- 
eldest son, as one of the two county members in 15882 but 
he was not county M. P. again during the reign2 and he appears 
to have spent little time in Sussex thereafter. He is noted 
in a Privy Council letter of May7 1591 to the Lord Chancellor, 
- requesting the appointment of more Deputy Lieutenants for 
Sussex because so few resided there, - as "living at 
44. 
Blackwall". Sir Thomas Shirley too2 also a Deputy 
38. See Appendices 2-5 & Section III, notes on the t 
family. 
39. B. M. Harl. MS. 703t. passim. 
40. ibid. 7 ff. 18b7 19 41. ýibid. j f,. '. 18b. 42. ibid. ) ff*39139b)40b)42bj 47b, 48. /conýds 
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1 45. Lieutenant from 15692 was in 1591 still in the Low Countries, 
46. 
and although he sat for the county in 1593, the crash in 
his fortunes came only three years later when his financial 
speculations during his Treasureship at War on Leicester's 
47. 
expedition ended in disaster. So serious was his plight 
that he was dropped from the Deputy Lieutenantship and from 
48. 
the Commission of the Peace in 1601. Nicholas Parker 
Esquire too, as he then was certainly was named an additional 
4ý. 
Deputy Lieutenant in 15917 and was returned as 
, 
county 
member with Robert Sackville in 1597. He had2 moreover, been 
a J. P. continuously from 1580 and was sheriff in 15861-7 and 
1593-4.50. Yet he was not2 from the government' s point of view, 
one hundred per cent reliable as Covert seems to have been, 
for in the 1587 report on the Justices of the Peace of 
Sussex he is described as having his wife's mother, "a 
recusant" 7 in his house, and therefore as fit 
to bed ropped 
43* See Appendices 3&4. 
44. A. P. C. 3 1591,5 May, 91. 45. ibid. 
46. Official Returns* 
47- See relevant family history. 
. 0.4208.220; Assize 48. Crown office Docquet Book, P-R Rolls, A. 35't S. E. Circuit. 
49. A. P-C 1/591 91. 
50. P-R-070-4-1s-i 1: 21cs Rollsq A. 35, S. E. Circuit; P. R. O. 
Sheriffs. 
- 
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from the Commission. He was, moreover, a trustee for some 
of the lands of the Gages, one of the leading recusant 
families in Sussex2 
52. 
and his father before him was described 
in the Bishop's letter of 1564 as a I'misliker of religion and 53- 
godly proceedings", - probably a sound estimate from the 
bishop's point of view since one of his missals survives 
54. 
to-day among the Arundel MSS in the British Museume 
The chief explanation of Walter Covert's predominance in 
county affairs in the second half of the reign seems then to 
have been his utter reliability from the government standpoint. -, 
It is true that his father, Richard Covert) was dubbed a 
"misliker of religion and godly proceedings" by the Bishop in 
1564, but he apparently took the Oath of Uniformity in 1569, 
the year2 incidentally2-in which his son became Deputy 55,1 
Lieutenant2 and the year before the Bull of Excommunication. 
Yet the Coverts, like the Sackvilles2 were an old 
Sussex family and must have owed their great influence in 
the county at least partly to this fact. They are known to 
have been established at Broadbridge near Horsham2 at least 56. 
as early as 1230 and from then on there are fairly numerous 
authentic references to members of the family. In time they 
51. S*A*C*l 117 59. 
52. ibid., lviii, 155. 
53- Camden Misc*, ix2 (1895)110. 
54. B. M. Arundel ES., 203- t Sir Nicholas Parka. ", probably 
55. Camden Misc., loc- Cit- spent little time in Sussex 
af ter his appointment in 1598 
as Deputy Lieutenant of 
Cornwallj(See relevant family 
I.. 
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acquired numerous properties in Sussex including lands in 
Slingold) Washingtoný Ashington7 Sullington, Burpham and 57. 
Itchingfield, and they had property in Surrey as well, 
including the manor of Hascombe near Guildford, which they 58. 
held for about 300 years. Slaugham, where Walter Covert 
eventually built himself a residence, was purchased by the 
59. 
Coverts in the late 15th century, and in 1583 he purchased 
F. C% VE 
the 1/4 part of the manor of Cuckfield from the E4: tke of 
Fýr%AV%441 Eckri 
4; aPf-e3: 4 for : E500, the Rtziý being in straightened circumstances 
0. 
owing to heavy recusancy fines, and a further portion was 61. 
acquired from Lord Abergavenny in 1615. 
According to Horsfield$ it was said of the 16th century 
Coverts that they had manors stretching without interruption 
from Southwark in Surrey to the sea, meaning the south coast, 
and though this was undoubtedly a popular exaggeration7 they 
border, 
did indeed hold lands scattered between Crawley fqn: ýthe-,, Qx; rrey/, ý 62. 
and Hangleton near the sea in Sussex. 
The power, possessions and influence of Walter Covert 
may well have become a by-word in Elizabethan Sussex, and seem 
56. W. V. Cooper: History of Cuckfield-s (Haywards Heath: 1912) 
71 et seqq. Also .S -A -C -, xlvi7 
172. 
57. Cooper2 loc. cit. 
58. S. A. C.. loc. cit.; J. Comber: Sussex Genealogies3 Lewes 
Centre, (CambFidge: 1933), 89 
59. The exact date is noit known 
Lut it was held by the 
Coverts at the beginning of the reign of Henry VII 
(Horsfield op-cit. 256), and William Covert died seised 
of it in 1494. (V-. C. H.,. 
__Sussex 
vii, 183) 60. Cooper, loc. cit. 61. S-A-C-i xlviiý 136. 62. Horsfield, 10C. Cit-7 and nol. 
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to have been resentedl: y one at least of the lesser gentry, 
Roger Gratwick of Slinfold2 who brought a case against him 
and Edward Caryll in the Court of Star Chamber concerning 
certain property including ironworks in St. Leonard's Forest. 
In his bill of complaint2 Gratwick describes Walter Covert as 
"a man of great liveing, aliance and poore CpowerJ in the 
said county of Sussex, who shortelie after presuming upon his 
welthel power and frends and thinkeing to oppose and overbeare 
youre said subiecte or that youre said subiecte was to meane a 
man to be partner with him in the said forest7 challenged the 
whole Intereste in the same, and therof wrongfullie expelled 
and eiected your said subjecte, and not therewith contente by 
most forcyble and riotous meanes disturbed your said subiecte 63- 
to digge stone and Iron ore in the said foreste. Covert 
denied that he had attempted to-oust the plaintiff from his 64. 
title, but it is clear that Gratwick was resentful of 
Covert's overkhelming influence in the neighbourhood. 
Certainly Covert had many influential connections in the 
county2- one result of the long residence of his family there: 
in the past they had intermarried with such well-Imown local 
houses as the de Braoses, the Pelhams, the Culpeppers, the 
Bartellots and the Gorings, 
65. 
and the great extent of the 
63- P. R. O., St. Ch. 5 Eliz. 2 G 3/6. (16 Eliz. 
). 
64. ibid. ) G 43/32. 65. Cooper, op. cit., 72. 
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Covert lands must have meant a large tenant retinue. Such a 
man must have found it no strange thing to count even peers 66. 
among those who sought his favour. 
To sum up, it seems that some) at least, of the most 
prominent among the office-holding gentry and nobility of 
Elizabethan Sussex came from families of very long standing 
in the county, and while the Sackvilles and-the Coverts, for 
example, were assisted to the heights of prestige and 
influence there by the Tudor monarchy which they so scrupulous-. 
ly served, - their long residence in those parts also 
contributed much'to their position. Competition for pre- 
dominance in the'"cotnty, at any rate early in the reign, 
appears to have been carried on mainly between two families 
long settled in Sussex, - namely the Fitzalans and the 
Sackvilles, one Catholic, conservative and belonging to the 
pre-Tudor peerage, the other Anglican and committed altogether 
to the Tudor regime to which it owed its title and most of its 
wealth. When one of them died out. in 1580 with the passing 
of Henry Fitzalan7 Earl of Arundel, there was no other 
family to take its place as a serious rival to the Sackvilles. 
Certainly there was no lack of noble families in Sussex after 
1580, since the Percies, Earls of Northumberland2 Philip 
Howard, Earl of Arunde12 Baron Lumley, the Brownes, Viscounts 
66. B. M. 7 Hari. MS. 7031 f. 18b. 
Text cut off in original 
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Montague) and the Wests, Lords De la Warr continued, at least 
nOMinally, to reside there. 
67. 
Of these all except the Wests 
were, in varying degrees) sympathetic to the Catholic cause. 
But, again with the exception of the Wests, all were comparativi 
newcomers to the county as residents. 
68. 
This fact may go some 
way towards explaining the speedy collapse of resistance 
among these Catholic peers early in the 1580's with the arrest 69. 
of the Earls of Arundel andNorthumberland. Strongly 
recusant and conservative as Sussex was$ particularly in the 
West, Lord Buckhurst was able$ at the price of ceaseless 
vigilance$ to hold his own in the 15801s and 1590ts) albeit 
with the re-inforcement of Lord Howard of Effingham who was 
apparently sole Lord Lieutenant in 1585 and joint Lord 
Lieutenant with Buckhurst from 1586.70- As for Viscount 
71- 
ýontague who died in October) 1592, and Baron Lumley, uncle 
by marriage to Philip2 Earl of Arundelt neither came of a 
family deeply rooted in Sussex and either could not or would 
72. 
not carry on the struggle. 
a0000 
67. Philip, Earl of Arunde12 was in the Tower from 1585 
on. See relevant family history. 68. See Appendix 6. 
69. See Part IIT, chs. 1&2. 
70. See Appendix I. 
9 71. G. E. C., ix2 97- - 729 See Part III, chs 1&2. 
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The thesis that Sussex was socially a conservative 
county might be approached from another angle, - that of the 
distribution of county offices among families of long or 
recent standing there. Clearly however) some distinction must 
be made to begin with between the various types of county 
offices under consideration. 
It might be said that the prestige attached to the 
office of Deputy Lieutenant was greater than that associated 
with tenure of a county seat in the House of Commons7 and that 
next in the scale came the office of sheriff, and finally 
a place on the Commission of the Peace, a J. P, nevertheless 
ranking as an important office-holder in his county and 
marked out as socially superior to his fellow-gentry who could 
not boast the title. 
73- 
The families however that counted for 
I 
most, would very likely have been those whose members occupied, 
- the positions of Deputy Lieutenant, county M. P. or sheriff. 
A J. P. when all was said2 was a lesser man when there were as 
many as 45 names on the Commission of the,, Peace in 1559, and 
74. 
as many as 52 for 1602, even though some of these appeared 
in a purely honorary or "ex officio" capacity or were 
resident outside the county boundaries. 
It is therefore most important to ascertainihether the 
chief offices were distributed impartially among old and new 
families alike and among a considerable number of them) or 
73. For a suggestion along these lines see J. E. Neale: The Elizabethan House of Commons7 
tl949)121-23o 
74. bee 
.. V.. K. U. kss. R., 6, h;. (; 
Ircu A. 35, for these yea', 1ý7 
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whether they were enjoyed by only a few families and those 
of long standing locally. 
These questions may be more conveniently dealt with in 
a separate chapter. 
4 
6o 
CHAPTER II 
Origins: 
_the 
forces of change. 
It has been pointed out that of the 70 families 
selected for study, 16 were certainly resident between 1400 
and 1500, and that 36 are kno-vm to have been resident only 1. 
after 1500. Of the'16 families whose pedigrees show that 
they were resident in Sussex sometime between 1400 and 1500, 
9 appear definitely to have Ifilikgrated" from elsewhere while 
the remainder may have been indigenous though their earlier 
origins are obscure. Similarly, of the 36 families whose 
pedigrees give no evidence of residence in'Sussex before 1500, 
28 appear definitely to have been "immigrant" after that date, 
the remainder being families whose earlier histories are 
2. 
apparently unrecorded but who were probably native to Sussex. 
In the last chapter, some of the more outstanding 
Elizabethan Sussex families of the group of 18 who are known 
to have been resident in the county at least before 1400 were 
examined. In this chapter, attention will be concentrated on 
some of those families which are known to have settled in the 
county after that date7 that is to say, some of the 9 families 
which immigrated during the 15th ceritury and of the 28 which 
immigrated after 1500. . 
411 
1. See Appendix 
2. ibid. 
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To begin with, it should perhaps be emphasised that 
while of the'70 Elizabethan officetpholding families under 
review, only 9 appear to have been newcomers to the county 
during the 15th century, - that is to say approximately lVo 
of the total, - as many as 28 settled after the beginning of 
the 16th century2 a figure representing approximately 39% of 
the whole. 
This last fact, 
families investigated 
the 16th century, appi 
considerable mobility 
numerous questions as 
to settle, where they 
Sussex. 
that nearly 401P Of the office-holding 
took up residence in the county only in 
mars to be significant. It suggests 
among the gentry as a class and raises 
to when, within that period, they came 
came from, and what brought them to 
For the moment however, attention will be turned to 
the relationship between these newer gentry families and 
tenure of county offices in the reign of Elizabetho Prima 
facie, it would seem that the influx during the 16th century 
of large numbers of new gentry families some of whose members 
succeeded in securing county offices for themselves before 
the end of Elizabeth's reign2 would destroy the contention 
that Sussex was a remarkably conservative county. If indeed2 
as many as 39% of the Elizabethan office-holding gentry 
under consideration were not resident in the county before 
the 16th century, length of associationwith the district 
would seem to have had little. to do with tenure of county 
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offices7 or, for that matter, with social prestige. 
However) closer investigation indicates a different 
conclusioný and one that is complementary to the theme of 
the previous chapter. There it was suggested that some, at 
least, of the leading Elizabethan office-holding families 
owed much of their prestige to their very long standing in 
t. he county. Here it will be shown that a very high. proportion 
of those who held the leading positions in the county, namely 
the posts of Deputy Lieutenant2 county member or sheriff, for 
example, - belonged to families long connected with Sussex. 
Indeed2 study of the lists of Deputy Lieutenants, county 
members and sheriffs shows a marked tendency for these 
offices to be monopolised by a few families which were stronglý 
rooted in the county - and that it was apparently very 
exceptional for an "outsider" or a unewcomer" to acquire such 
Positions for himself. 
To be more precise, six individuals held office as 
Deputy Lieutenants at one time or another under Elizabeth, all 
of them Sussex men whose families were well-established in 
3* 
. the county before 1500. Of these, the families of Covert2, 
Palmer, Parker2 Pelham and Sackville were settled in Sussex 
as early as the fourteenth century2 and the family of Shirley 
See Appendix 2 and Appendix 
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of Wiston had property in the county at that time even though 
they do not appear to have resided there until the latd 15th 
century. 
Of those who represented Sussex as county members of 
Parliament under Elizabeth it is true that two were "outsiders", [ 
- namely Henry Neville Esquire of Billingbeare in Berkshire 
who sat in 1588, and Charles Howardq 2nd son of Baron 
4. 
Howard of Effingham who sat in 1601. But these had powerful 
connections: Henry Neville was distantly related to Lord 
Abdrgavenny and owned the important Sussex house of Mayfield 
between 1579 and 1597 by virtue of his marriage to Sir 6. 
Thomas Greshamts neice; Charles Howard's father7 although 7. 
a Surrey man7 was Lord Lieutenant of Sussex from 1585 on, 
and Charles Howard himself was knighted in May) 1603 as flof 80 
Sheffield, Sussex". 
Apart from these two individuals7 Sussex was represented 
in the various Parliaments of E-lizabeth's reign by eleven 
1 9. different persons. These eleven persons were drawn from 
only hine different families since Sir Richard Sackville sat 
in 1559 and 1563 and his grandson Robert in 1584,1593,1597 
and 1601j also 
I"k a n%cu IK 1-586. 
4. See Appendix 3- 
5. Visitations of Berkshire-, (Harl. Soc. Pubns-7ii7l8l-) 
6. B. -& C. 1-238-'9- 7. See Appendix 1. 
8. D. N. B. 
9. See-Appendix 3- 
ýI 
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All of these 9 families appear to have been resident 
in Sussex before 1500, including & Shirleys of Wiston, the 
Jefferays of Chiddingly7 and the Carylls of Warnham, while the 
majority are known to have been settled in the county even 
before 1400) namely the families of Covert2 Dawtrey, Palmer, 
Parker2 Pelham and Sackville. 
Similarly2 even the office of sheriff, though onerous and 
financially exacting, was not often held by newcomers to the 
county. It should, perbaps2 be pointed out at this Juncture 
that down to November, 1567, one sheriff was chosen for 
the counties of Surrey and Sussex jointly$ and again from 
November, 1571 to the end of the reign) but that during the 
10. 
interval each county had its om sheriff. So that before 
November, 1567, and after November, 1571, a Surrey man was 
sometimes appointed, as for example in November, 15612 John 11. 
Stydolff esquire, or in 1579, Sir William Moore. 
Altogether, 18 Sussex families contributed one or more 
sheriffs during the reign, and sometimes even the same 
individual held this office twice. For instance2 Thomas 
Bishopp of Parham Esquire was pppointed in November, 15842 
and again in December2 1601; Walter Covert was pppointed in 
November, 1583, and November, 1592, and his father had held 
the office from November, 1514; Henry Goring was sheriff in 
10. See Appendix 4j AIso gtolaz-q 4qI4:: p 
11. The years when a Surrey man was appointed sheriff were Nov., 1561, John Stydolff; Nov., 1574, John Read; Nov., 
1575, Richard Polsted; Nov., 1579, Sir 1--lilliam Moore; 
/contd 
3t 
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November, 1562, and November2 1569, and his brother George 
in November7 1578; Nicholas Parker was sheriff in November, 
15862 and November, 1593; poor Herbert Pelham who seems to 
have had a most unfortunate career and who eventually went 
bankrupt, was twice charged with this office - in April 1576, 
and again in November, 1590. Moreover, he had run into 
serious trouble with the Privy Council early in 1582 and was 
even imprisoned in the Marshalsea for a month and two days 
for having refused the office a few months previously, and 
his cousin, Edmund Pelham the, lawyer, also fell foul of the 
12. 
Council for defending him with "boldness and offence". 
Herbert Pelham's father7 Anthony7 had7 incidentally7 also been 
sheriff in the last year of his life from November 1565 to 
1566.13- The senior branch of the family, the Pelhams of 
Laughton) also twice held this office during Elizabethts 
reign, - John Pelha m from November, 1571) and his brother, 
Thomas who eventually succeeded him7 in November, 1589. 
ll. contd. 
Nov., 1581, Edmund Slyfield; Feb., 1583) Sir Thomas Browne; 
Nov., 1591, Robert Levesey; Nov., 15947 William Gardener; 
November, 1597, Sir George Moore; Nov 1600, Edmund 
Bowyer of Camberwell, Surrey. See DiA. of Sheriffs, (P. R. O. Lists and IndeXes7ix. ). 
1 (1750) 12. See S. A. C., viii7 209 and 11. Murdin: State Pgpersl 371-2; H. M. C. Hatfield MSS, 11.502; See also Section III 
for notes on the Pelham family. 
13. See Appendix 41 and Section III for notes on the Pelham 
family. 
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These facts suggest that although the office of sheriff 
was by no means universally coveted and that evidently 
individual gentlemen sometimes had this greatness thrust upon 
them) none the less, it was not readily disposed of among 
insignificant persons who might have enjoyed its prestige 
without being able to discharge its responsibilities. Indeed, 
a study of the list of sheriffs of Sussex, and of Surrey 
and Sussex Jointly under Elizabeth shows that while, during 
the reign; there were 33 appointments of Sussex redidents 
to the shrievalty either of Sussex or of Surrey and Sussex, 
and these appointments were distributed between 27 different 
14. 
persons, nevertheless only 18 families were involved. 
Of these 18, one family is outside the scope of this 
study as being extinct in Sussex by 1580.150 Of the 17 
remaining, 9 families were resident in Sussex before 1400,5 
more at least before 1500, leaving onlY 3 who seem to have been 
16. 
newcomers since the beginning of the 16th century. 
Evidently the length of residence of his family in 
Sussex had at least something to do with a man : is chances of 
occupying high office in the Elizabethan period. In 
exceptional cases2 wealth and contacts might enable a newcomer 
14. See Appendix 4. The Pelhams held office on 5 occasions 
and the Coverts and Gorings on 3, while the Bishopps2 
Carylls, Culpeppers2 areshamsý Parkers, Palmers and Shirleys each did so twice. In fact it appears that those families which bore the-burden of the shrievalty 
Only once during this period, were in a minority. 15. i. e. Gresham of Mayfield. See note attached to 
Appendix 4* 16. CO; nPP"e A'Orendices 4 and 6. 
'I'l 
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to become a sheriff and very occasionally a county seat 
might go to an outsider, but as a rule Deputy Lieutenants, 
knights of the shire, and even sheriffsq were drawn from 
families long associated with and resident in the county. 
Newcomers might obtain a place on the Commission of the Peace 
if they achieved sufficient weight2 but only time and steady 
success could raise them higher. 
The fact that nearly 40fo of the 70 office-holding 
families under review were new to Sussex in the 16th century, 
is quite compatible with the view that the county was still 
a stronghold of conservatism under Elizabeth. By the early 
r1th century indeed) as will be shown; some of the "new" 
17- 
families were beginning to enter high county offices 
and to profit by the Crown's prodigality in creating titles, 
but under Elizabeth7 hardly any were able to enter the 
charmed circle of important office-holders2 that is to say 
of Deputy Lieutenants, county memberý of Parliament & sheriff& 
That circle was a remarkably small one. Examination of the 
lists of Deputy Lieutenants, county members and sheriffs 
under Elizabeth2 shows a marked tendency for all these 
offices to be monopolised by the same few families. In 
fact) leaving aside the two "alien" county members, Henry 
18. 
Neville and Charles Howard) and also William Gres ham of 
Mayfield who was sheriff in 1563 and 1576 but who had no 
male hei. l, -- resident in Sussex in 1580, together with all 
the 
17-.. e: g.. see section III for notes on families of Bowyer of N Mundham; &- Bishopp. 
18. see Appendix 3. 
:h 
68 
19. 
sheriffs who were Surrey men, - altogether there were only 
19 families between whom all these offices were shared out 
20. 
during the whole of the Elizabethan period. 
For example, the families of Covert, Palmer, Parkerg 
Pelham and Shirley of Wiston, were represented among the 
occupants of all these offices as well as on the Co=ission 
of the Peace; others such as the Carylls, the Dawtreys and 
the Sackvilles held at least two of the more senior offices 
21. 
in addition to that of J. P. at some time during the reign. 
It would seem then, that either a small proportion of 
the Sussex gentry families stood head and shoulders above 
their fellows in social prestige and were able to secure for 
themselves something approaching a monopoly Of the more 
honourable county officest or else2 at least in the case of 
the Deputy Lieutenantship and the office of sheriff) only 
a few families were considered by the government to be 
capable of the responsibilities involved and sufficiently 
reliable to bear them. There is indeed, evidence that 
existing authority, whether in affairs ecclesiastical or 
secular, was sometimes hard put to it to find sufficient 
staunch and thoroughly reliable supporters in Sussex among the 22o 
gentry to entrust them with the execution of its policy. 
19. See note on Gresham attached to Appendix 4-1 also supral 
note 11 on Surrey men who were Sheriffs for both 
counties. 
20. Appendix 
21. ibid. 
22. e. g. see P. R. O. S. P. 12/165, no. 229 
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It is, of course, a truism that a long association with 
and residence in the county was not2 in itself, enough to 
ensure that a family would hold important office there in the 
Elizabethan period. The Ernleys, for example2 appear to 
have been connected with the manor of that name7 near 
Chichester2 since at least the 13th century, and in 1519 one 
23- 
of their number became Chief Justice of Common Pleas. Yet 
this family was not represented among the office-holders of 
any rank higher than that of J. P. under Elizabeth. Similarly, 
the family of Lunsford2 though described by Horsfield as 
"one of the oldest in the county'12 having been settled in the 
parish of Etchingham, according to some authorities, since 
, 24. before the Conquest, reached no higher dignity in the 
Elizabethan period. Other examples are provided by the 
families of Selwyný Bartellot2 Lewkenor and Shelley, some of 
which had enjoyed considerable prestige and wielded much 
influence in earlier times, and all of which2 like the 
Ernleys and the Lunsfords were settled in Sussex before the 
25. 
beginning of the 15th century. The Bartellots, for 
instance, had occupied county seats in Parliament several 26. 
times between the mid 14th century and Elizabeth's accession; 
and more illustrious than they in the later middle ages, were 
the great Sussex family of Lewkenor. If wealth) long 
23. B. &C. 1 46. 24. Horsfield, OP-cit-. 4359; S-A-C.; 1112222-, vi, 77; xxivil? - 25. SeeAppendix 6. 
-26. S-A-C-7 xxx, 191-12. 
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residence in the county, alliances with most of the other 
great Sussex families, the multiplication of family branches 
and a long record of public service were mything to go by, 
a prophet living in about 1500 might well have been forgiven 
for presaging a dazzling future for the family in the course 
27- 
of the next century. But for one reason or another, the 
Lewkenors did not scale the heights of power in the county 
during Elizabeth's reign. During that period, not one of 
them was numbered among thehaights of the shire) the Deputy 
Lieutenants or even among the sheriffs. 
Clearly2 while some Sussex families had a brilliant 
past to recommend them for high county office) certain other 
qualities were necessary2 one of which apparently was the 
sacrifice of time and probably also of money. Sir Richard 
Lewkenor) for example2 the successful lawyer who was also 
the head of the most prominent branch of his family under 
Elizabeth, seems to have found it difficult enough to combine 
his London practice with the retention of his seat at 
Chichester, let alone attempting the capture of7 for instance, 
28. 
a county seat. He and his brother Thomas were said in 
the report on the J. P. 1s in 1587 to execute between them 
practically all the duties of the Commission of the Peace 
29. 
in Chichester Rape. Yet this fact was recorded with regret 
because it was said that they both had leanings towards 
recusancy. 
30- 
This remark may have been an exaggeration but 
'27. 
See notes on the Lewkenor family, 'ieSection III. 
See J-E. Neale: The Elizabet! cl) han House of Cormons, (1941, Z631 
, et, seqq. 
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perhaps it contained a grain of truth. In Elizabethan Sussex, 
particularly in I-lest Sussex, it was not only the staunch 
Catholics who were suspect, but their friends and ostensibly 
31- 
conforming relatives as well. 
Religion was naturally one of the great barriers 
excluding from high county office some of the oldest and 
hitherto most influential Sussex families2 as for example, the 
32. 
Ashburnhams and the Shelleys. Yet the local prestige of 
these recusant families slowly built up over the centuries 
was not destroyed in a moment by the Tudors. Although 
excluded from county office, financially bled and relentlessly 
harried by the authorities in Church and State2 the 
persistency of the attacks upon them is a measure of their 
continuing influence and of the anxiety that they caused. 
Further reference to recusancy among the Sussex gentry 
under Elizabeth must be reserved for a later section of this 
thesis, but for the moment it may be observed that its 
strength2 which cannot possibly be measured2 may help to 
account for the apparently extreme shortage of suitable 
29. S. A. C. ) 11.7 58. 30. ibid * 
-31. 
B. M. Harl. MS, 703, f. 69. 
32. See Section III for notes on these families. 
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candidates among the old families for first class county 
office. Many of the old gentry families were'suspect7 if 
not proscribed, by the central government and its agents on 
religious grounds, and while they might be tolerated as 
J. P. Is were trusted no further. At the same time) local 
tradition had not yet been sufficiently broken down for the 
really new "immigrant" families to be accepted as more than 
J. P-Is except in unusual cirdimstances. 
Of those 37 families which have been described as 
"immigrant" after 1400, a very large proportion seem to have 
settled in Sussex in the later 16th century. It has already 
been estimated that 9 families were newcomers to the county 
in the 15th century and some 28 in the l6th century. Of the 
latter group, 2 only about 10 appear to have taken up residence 
in Sussex much before the mid-century though many families 
had property in the county long before they came to live 
33- 
there. This does, as one would expect, suggest that during 
the 16th century the gentry were tending to become increasin& 
mobile as a class) though naturally an allowance must be 
made for the fact that it is with Elizabethan families only 
that this study is concerned so that those who had immigrated 
iný for example, the 15th century or early 16th century and 
had died out2 would not be accounted for in this analysis- 
33. e. g. Browne, Viscount Montague; Ford; Gage; Garton; 
Gounter; Marvin- Onley; Scott; Sharpe S elman. See Appendix 6 and gection III on these fLiffies. 
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It is perhaps of some interest to discover where these 
new families hailed from and, as far as possible, to show 
what brought them to Sussex. 
Of those 9 families which settled in Sussex sometime 
during the 15th centurYi 3 came from Kent, namely the 
Culpeppers, the Darrells and the Mays2 but some of the others 
were from counties much further afield. For example, the 
ancestor of the Bowyers who were settled at North Mundham 
came 
in Elizabethts reigh, Ao Sussex in the early 15th century 
from Staffordshire; the Morley family came from Lancashire; 
the Wiston Shirleys came from Warwickshire, and the Porters 
from Nottinghamshire. Of the Carylls2 it is suggested by 
their family historian, M. Tranqualeon, that they were 
descended from the ancient and powerful landed family of 
O'Carroll of Irelandl. who had_been great magnates there for 
centuries, and that their first ancestor to settle in 
England was one Nicholas Caryll who resided at Benton nnr 
34* 
West Grinstead in the mid 15th century. 
Most of these families2 which settled in Sussex in 
the 15th century2 seem to have done so as the result of a 
marriage to a Sussex heiress. The property which these 
marriages brought, sometimes furnished an estate for a 
younger son of a family already well established 
"0 M. de Trenqualeon: West Grinstegd et les Carell(Parisq 
1893)s 11 338 et seqq, 
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and continuing to flourish elsewhere2 as for example in the 
case of the Morleys of Glynde the Darrells of Scotney7 or 
3ý- 
the Culpeppers of Wakehurst. 
The Morleys were originally a Lancashire family whose 
36. 
pedigree has been traced back to one Richard Morley of 
Morley in Lancashire) who was living in 4 Edward III) and who 
married Margaret, daughter and heiress of Gilbert Winnington 
37. 
of Lancashire. It was by the marriage of a younger son of 
this family in the 15th century, Nicholas Morley, that the 
Iforleys became established in Sussex. He married Joane, 2nd 
daughter and chheiress of Sir John Walleys7 knight7 of Glynde, 
which manor Nicholas acquired from his father-in-law by fine 
in 1461.38* The Walleys2 incidentally2 were an old Sussex 
family who had been settled in the county2 according to 39. 
Berry and Comber, some six generations before tlis. 
The Darrelis of Scotney in Sussex were a younger 
branch of the Kentish Darrells, both lines having been 
founded by John Darrell who came2 according to Berry and 
40. 
Comber, from Yorkshire2 and settled at Calehill in Kent in 
'the early 15th century, dying in October) 1438. From his 
first marriage descended the Darrells of Calehill, Kent2 
while from his second, to Florence, daughter of William 
3). 
36. 
37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 
See notes on these families, Section I 
B. &C. 9 173- See also S. A. C. 7 vi, 81 B. &C., loc. cit. ) see aiso S. A. C. 7 xviii) 13-14. B &C ý- 1-7. n B: &C**j 16ý* 
0 
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Chichele of Higham-Ferrers in Northamptonshire, and neice 
41. 
of Henry Chichele, Archbishop of Canterbury, descend the 
Darrells of Scotney7 Sussex. On her marriage to John Darre117 
Henry Chichele) the Archbishop, gave his neice the manor of 
Scotney in the parish of Lamberhurst, which he had acquired in 
42. 
the early 15th century from the Ashburnhams. The manor of 
Scotneyt which is partly in Kent, thus came into the Darrell 
family and remained in their possession until the l8th 
century. 
Similarly2 the family of Culpepper of Wakehurst2 a 
fairly prominent family in Elizabethan Sussex, was founded by 
the younger son of an important Kentish family who succeeded 
in making away with a Sussex heiress. Sir John Culpepper of 
Bayhall2 Kent2 of Hardreshull, Warwickshire and of Bedgbury 
in Goudhurst2 Kent7 who died in 1480, had two younger 
brothers2 Richard and Nicholas. These two found a spectac- 
ular solution to the perennial problem of younger sons by 
abducting the two heiresses of the Wakehurst family who 
had been placed in the care of their elder brother and of 
Agnes his wife. The two young ladies were seized and carried 
off to London, but their dowers were less easily captured for 
their grandmother2 Elizabeth Wakehurst2 would not surrender 
the title deeds of their estates which she held in safe custody* 
41. also Horsfield2 op-cit-2 12 411. 
429 Horsfield, 
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It was only after much litigation that a peaceable settlement 
was eventually made. Richard Culpepper who married 
Margaret, daughter of Richard and Agnes Wakehurst of 
Ardingly, died in 1516 without heirs. But Nicholas who 
married Elizabeth, her sister2 had tdn sons and eight 
daughters2 and became ancestor of the Culpeppers of Wakehurst. 
It was his great-great-grandson2 Sir Edward Culpepper who 
held the Wakehurst estates in 1580 as a youth of 18.43. 
Sometimes this sort of migration did not take place 
immediately after a fortunate marriage had brought property 
to a family. For instahce, Sir Hugh Shirley of Eatington 
in Warwickshire, had married a Sussex heiress in the early 
i5t, h century2 Beatrix de Braose. 
44. 
In this way he acquired 
the Sussex manors of Wiston, Ashhurst, West Chiltington) 
Heene, Slaughters and Erringham. Their grandson2 Ralph$ who 
I 
died in 14662 married three times, firstq Margaret2 daughter 
and heiress of Thomas Staunton of Staunton-Harold, from whom 
descended the elder line, the Shirleys of Eatington and 
Shirley; secondly Elizabeth Blountt daughter of Sir John 
Blount and sister of Vlalter7 Lord Mountjoyj from whom 
descended the Shirleys of Wiston; and thirdly Lucy2 daughter 
of Sir John Ashton. The Shirleys had now for several 
43. S. A. C., xlviie 47 et se%q; x. 152o 
44. B. &C., 172; 3. A. C. ý vý ö et seqq. 
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generations been lords of Wiston, but they had not resided 
r 
there. After the death of Ralph Shirley however, in 1466, his 
estates were partitioned, the Sussex and Buckinghamshire 
manors being allotted to the son of the second marriage2 namely 
45. 
another Ralph2 who then settled at Wiston. 
Sometimes marriage to a Sussex, heiress caused not 
merely the foundation of a cadet branch to a family 
continuing to flourish elsewhere, but the migration of the 
family itself. This happened in the 15th century, for 
example, in the case of the family of May. John May of 
Kennington, Kent, married a Sussex vioman2 Alice daughter 
I 
U. 
of one Shoyswell of the parish of Etchingha m. Their son) 
Richard2- settled at Wadhurst2 a few miles North West of 
Etchingham and his son, Thomas, left a will dated at Wadhurst, 
14th August, 1500.47- It was in the next generation that the 
Mays acquired the property of Pashley in Ticehurst parish, 
approximately between Etchingham and Wadhurstj where they were 
48. 
resident in Elizabeth's reigh. 
The 28 families idAch migrated to Sussex in the 16th 
century are2 perhaps, of more immediate interest to the 
Elizabethan historian. These prove to have come from many 
45. S. A. C., vj 8 et seqq. 
46. K& C-1 36. 
47. ibid., and PCC. 16 Moons. 
48. Y-. Q. H. Sussex., ix, 255. 
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different counties, some of them quite remote. There were, 
for instance2 migrants from the far North like the family of 
Bishopp7 originally from Yorkshire, or of Stanley2 originally 
from Cumberland, - in addition to the noble families of Percy) 
Earls of Northumberland who, until the later 16th century, 
49. 
resided mainly at Alnwic: ýj and the Lumleys who came south 
from Durham. From the West country came 50.51. 
Gage and of Poole of Gloucestershire, 
52. 
Wales, and Henry Barkeley of Bolney who 
53- 
migrated from Herefordshire. Some came 
the families of 
of Gounter from 
apparently had 
from East Anglia3 
namely the family of Fortescue from Essex and the Spelmans of 
Norfolk; and Philip, Earl of Arundel moved. to Sussex from 
Ke . nninghall, the korfolk home of the Howards, only when he 54. 
inherited his title from Henry Fitzalan in 1580. Naturally 
however2 the majority of the newcomers were from other 
southern counties7 particularly from Surrey, whence six of them 
came and Kent whence four migrated. Two came from London, 
49. See notes on family of Percy, Section III. 50- B. & C. 295; Horsfieldlop. cit., 1,338. 51- VisitatJon of Glougestershir 16231 (Harl-Soc. Pubns., 
2125). 52 S-A C. t xxviii, 210. 53- See no es2 Section 1112 on Barkeley. 54. See notes, Section III, on Howard family. 55. From Surrey, families of Agmondsham; Browng Viscounts 
'Montague; Churcher; Eversfield; Ford; Stoughton. From 
Kent, families of Leech; Roberts; Scott; Sharpe. 
79. 
namely the founders of the Sussex families of Garton and 
56. 
Casie, both of whom were merchants, two from Oxfordshire, 
57. 
one from Hampshire, and one from Wiltshire. 
An analysis of the motives which seem to have brought 
these families to settle in the county during the 16th 
century shows that they were considerably varied. Naturally 
the marriages of outsiders to Sussex heiresses continued to 
bring in fresh blood, and this was happening simultaneously at 
all levels among the gentry. At the top, it might be 
observed that it was his marriage to one of Henry Fitzalan, 
Earl of Arundel's dailghters and coheiresses that brought John, 
Baron Lumley) south and influenced him to make his main 58. 
residence at Stanstead in West Sussex, not far from Arundel.. 
Again, it was by marriage that the Howards established a 
connection with the Fitzalans which ultimately brought 
590 
Philip Howard the Castle and Earldom of Arundel. It was 
his marriage to one of the two daughters and coheiresses of 
Edmund Ford of Harting, Sussex7 which brought Francis 
Fortescue of Fawkesborne, Essex7 to settle there for a few 60. 
years. Similarly, Richard Sharpe of Northiam, father of 
the Elizabethan J. P., had originally lived at Benenden7 Kent, 
56. See notes on their families in Section III. 57. From Co. Oxon. 1 Bhrentyne and Blount; from Hants-2 
Onley; from Wilts. 7 Marvin. 58. See notes on family of Lumley in Section III. 
59. See notes on Howard family, Section III. 60. See notes on Fortescue family, Section III* 
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but he moved to Sussex soon after his marriage with Alice, 61. 
daughter of Nicholas Tufton Esquire of Northiam; Henry 
Barkeley7 the legal scholar of New College7 Oxford, and 
Fellow of that Colle e from 1554 to 1568 had originally 92. 
resided in Hereford, but he somehow became acquainted with 
a Sussex widow, a woman of property7 one Anne7 daughter of 
John Ashburnham, already twice married, - and on 27th August 63- 
1572 he became her 3rd husband. She had married as ! the 
first7 John Bolney of Bolney Esquire7 and it was through her 
life claim on the manor of Bolney that the supposedly poor 
64. 
scholar had a temporary interest in this Sussex property, 
Others who might be cited as having been brought to 
Sussex by the acquisition of property there through marriagel 
are the family of A mondesham. of Petworth, a younger branch 
of a Surrey family; Drew Barentyne, whose father, Sir 
Willia m Barentyne of Oxfordshire, married, as his third 
wife, a daughter and coheiress of Sir Roger Lewkenor of 
Dedisham and Bodiam, Sussex; George Casie, citizen and grocer 
of London, who married Jane Bowyer, one of the Bowyers of 
66. 
North Mundham. near Chichester; the family of Drew who 
acquired their property of Densworth in Funtingdon in West 
61. See notes. on Sharpe family, Section III. 62. Barkeley family, 
63. ibid* 
64. ibid. 
65. Te--enotes on the Agmondesham. familyy Section III. 
66. See notes on family of Casie) Section III. 
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Sussex by the marriage of Roger Drew to Dorothy, daughter 67. 
and heiress of Elias Bradshaw who had come by it in 1542; 
and that of Poole of Ditchling7 Henry Poole, a younger son 
of a Gloucestershire family having married Margarett daughter 
of Geor e7 3rd Lord Abergavenny, who probably had property 69. 
there. 
But there were other ways of acquiring lands in Sussex 
in the 16th century7 notably by Crown grantS7 - sometimes7 but 
not necessarily$ of monastic property following the 
Dissolutioni by outright purcha-se; -by the munificence of a 
noble patron) or simply by inheritance. 
Examples of 'newt families which owed their main 
Sussex properties to Crown grants were those of Blount of 69. 
Dedisham2 Browne, later Viscounts Montague, Harvin of 
Rogate and Stoughton of West Stoke. Neither the manor of 
Dedisham, nor that of West Stoke appears to have been monastic) 
no 
and the Crown 'grantl may have been/other than outright 
purchase, - but Sir Edmund Marvin) father of the Sussex J. P., 
Henry Marvin, and himself a younger son of a leading 
Wiltshire family, obtained from Henry VIII in 1544/5 the 
grant of the site of Durford Abbey, near Rogate1which 70. 
became the family seat of the Marvins. The Brovines) 
eventually Viscounts Montague) also seem to have owed their 
67. See notes on family of Drew, Section III. 
8. See notes on family of Poole Section III. 99. See notes on family of Blount, Section III. 
70. See notes on family of Marvin, Section IIIe 
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first connections with Sussex to the grant by Henry VIII of 
former monastic property there2 most notably of Battle Abbey 
71. 
in 30 Henry VIII though their subsequent residence at 
Cowdray) Midhurst) came to them by inheritance from the 
72. 
Fitzwilliam family. 
Among the families which acquired Sussex lands by 
outright purchase) sometimes for a younger son who was to be 
established with an estate of his own7 were those of Churcher 
of Stoke -j uxta -Guildford, - 73. 
at Chiddingly, Sussex, of 
bought property in Harting, 
75. 
property at Hartfield, or 
of whom a younger branch, settled 
Ford of Kingston, Surrey) who 
74. 
or of Spelman who bought 
76. 
Onley* 
It is not always clear why such purchases were made) 
but sometimes they seem to have been the result of a 
connection with a noble patron who either resided or had 
property in Sussex and who may have rewarded his client or 
member of his household by making such an acquisition in the 
neighbourhood possible. This seems the obvious explanati(n 
of Thomas Stanley's purchase of the, manor of Lee in 77. 
Fittleworth, near Petworth2 in 1589, a few months before he 
71. See notes on 
72. ibid. 
73- See notes on 
74.11 11 
75. 
76. 
77. 
ýS-R. 
S. 7 xix7 
the Browne family) Section III. 
family of Churcher, Section III. 
11 Ford, 
it Spelman) 
it Onley, 
265. 
I- 
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retired from the stewardship of the household of the Earl 
78. 
of Northumberland; and also of Stanleyts migration from 
79. 
Cumberland, his original home. Indeed, noble patrons seem 
to have accounted for the immigration of more than one gentry 
family during the 15th and 16th centuries7 others being the 80. - 81.82. families of Gounter, of Iýeech; of Stoughton, and of 83- 
Poole. The ancestor of the Bowyers of North Mundham too7 
originally of Staffordshire, was a steward to one of the Earls 
of Northumberland who had extensive lands in Sussex, and seems 
84. 
to have come south by reason of his employment. 
Finally, there were families which had had property in 
the county for generations but did not take up residence there 
until the 16th century7 and then apparently for a variety of 
reasons. The Percies, for example7 had held property in 
Sussex for centuries, but until Elizabeth's reign appear to 
85. 
have resided primarily at Alnwick. By the later 16th 
century however7 the situation of Pet-worth seems to have made 
it preferable to them as their main country residence. The 
families, too2 of Roberts and of Scott hold property in Sussex 
78. See notes on Stanley family, Section III. 
79. ibid. 
80. See notes on Gounter family7 Section 81. 11 Leech 11 11 
82. Stoughton 11 
83. Poole It 
84. Bowyer of North Mundham7 Section 85. Percy Section III. 
84 
from the early 15th century, but it was not until the 16th 86. 
century that younger sons of these families settled there. 
SS"SS 
It has already been noted that in spite of the 
settlement in Sussex in the 16th century of a considerable 
number of gentry families from elsewhere7 nevertheless only 
very few of them attained positions of primary importance 879 
among the local county office-holders. Leaving asidd--the 
two noble families of Browne, Viscounts Montague, and Lumley, 
whose representatives in the Elizabethan period, were each at 
88. 
som+ime Lords Lieutenant of the county, ' there were only 
three tnewl families who were newcomers since the beginning 
of the 16th century and who also secured county office under 
Elizabeth of a higher rank than that of J. P. These were the 
families of Bishopp, Eversfield and Leech7 - each of which 
supplied a sheriff at some time during the reign. All three 
individuals concerned were apparently men of some means, an 
undoubted qualification for an Elizabethan sheriff, and this 
may go some way towards explaining their reenuitment. ' 
Thomas Bishopp Esquire, later a knight and eventually 
a baronet, who was sheriff of Surrey and Sussex from 1584 
to 1585 and from 1601 to 1602, was apparently of Yorkshire 
stock. His grandfather had come South and died leaving a 
son7 Thomas, who se ttled first at Ayott in Hertfordshire, and i 
86. -See-notes-on families of Roberts and Scott, Section III$' 8ý. V. Supra., 67-18. ' 8. G. E. C., iXj 98; G. E. C., viii, 277. 
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Later at'Hen'field-, in Sussexj'ý`whe*re he Vas buried on the- 6th 
January', 1559160.89. This son' is listed' among the Sussex'^- 
J.?, _Vý7for 1559. His wife wa's Elizabeth2 suppos-edly tf 
natýýrax daughter of Sir Edward Belknap2 Privy Councillor to 
Henry -by' one 'Elizabeth Barclayý ' It -was this' Thoma's"' 
Eýisýopp 1-ý ý'son'2' als6 Thomas 2 apparently his only' child, 7'- whb 
li6came'-a -Sussex J. P. ' in 1578, Sheriff of 1Surrey 'and; ` Sussex 
in November -1584 and December 16012 and who was'Imighted in 
16032'-ahd `ifiade-a baronet'in 1624* It w6s'-he- too who7-, bc; ught 
Pa -r- ham, 1, one I of'the leadin-g BlizAbdthan-coilritry houses-', in'--, 
_ýx` fr the P' Th- "des"of 'Thomas 'Bishoppt s Sus's' om almers., e sour 
we , althand influence are'somewhat mY itbrious. His "father'-seems 
to- fiýav6 had'no 'prominent family ''conne'c tions in Sussex *a'nd 
neither of'Thomas''own two mariiagei, waý'into, a-SusýexY 
family. But'it'is 'perhaps signifýic-ant týýt'Thomas I himýsdlf, ý 
I h ad "b "n e am -a ee- minor'at his fatheils" &'ath and"Itha't -he-, ' b "C e 
6ir ward of -, Richard Sackville2 f; ýther of-thefutureLord 
-and' on'e of the wealthi6st', an' _; 1. "S It influential men Buckhurs d-mo 
in Su's'sex. He was educated at-St-*"-, Tohn"s-College2ýCambridge)! 
and at, the'Inner Temple and it_isýju`st possible'thdt-', he 
u -He--rema'ins s 'ýse'4ienily made a fortune as 
an inteiesting exception--to. the rulethat'parvenus, 'seldom rose, 
to'the, _hei&ts o! ý'-influ_enceý in4-Elizabethan Sussex_. `ý' 
89; For ýr' B. '& do'213 efdrences -conceinihg"-iýe following 
paragraph, see notes on family of Bishopp7 Section III. 
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next generation his second son and heir2 Edward2 also a 
minor at his father's death2 became sheriff in 1635, governor 
of krundel Castle in 16432 and married a daughter of Nicholas 
Tufton, Earl of Thanet. 
Richard Leech Esquire of Fletching, who was sheriff ýLp' 
in 1595-16, and had been a J. P. from 1589 onwards, was of 
obscure origins. He appears to have been born in the parish M 90. rill 
of Smethel Kent, but of unknown parents. He may have been 
a descendant of the family of Leech of Derbyshire. He is 
described in the Wilson MSS by a contemporary as "a Sussex 
gentleman of good fortune, having large estates in Kent, 
Hampshire, Surrey and Sussex, and whose town house was in 
Coleman Street. " It seems likely that he, like Thomas 
Bishopp2 owed his wealth'and standing in Sussex, partly at 
least7 to the Sackville family2 for in his will he referred 
to "the right honourable7 my very good lord, the Lord Buclhurst 
and the Lady Buckhurst2 his wife", acknowledging his 
H 
gratitude to them for all they had done for him and his2 
and referring to his own gifts to Lord Buckhurst's sonso 
In February, 1574, he was listed among the iron 
founders of Sussex as the manager of a forge belonging to 
Lord Buckhurst in Fletching; he was also questioned about the 
consumption of timber for ironworks in the manor of Framfield*, f 
go. See notes on family of Leech, Section 
"I 
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He appears to have resided at Sheffield in Fletching7 and in 
the late 1580's and 1590's to have been busy purfhasing 
property for himself in Sussex. He appears to have married 
twice and to have had only one child2 Elizabeth2who 
predeceased him. But, had he left a male heir, it seems 
likely that the name of Leech would have been of some 
consequence in 17th century Sussex. 
Thomas Eversfield Esquire2 later a knight, of Denne in 
Horsham7 who became sheriff in December, 1599) is one more 
example2 certainly exceptional in Sussex, of the successful 
Elizabethan capitalist entrepreneur whose wealth opened for 
him the doors to politifal and social influence closed to many 
91. 
older and better established families. His grandfather, 
Nicholas Eversfield of Poyle, Surrey, whose will was proved 
in July, 1552, is the first of his forbears of whom anything 
certain is Rnown7 and he was a man owning considerable 
properties in Sussex as well as in Surrey. By his wife, 
Joanna, of unknown family, he left a son and heir, John, 
who settled at Worth in North Sussex$ not far from Horsham) 
and married one2 Bridget, also of unknown family2 by whom 
he had two sons, the elder being the future Sir Thomas 
E. versfield of Denne, Horsham. This John Eversfield of Worth 
was an ironmaster and was named among the owners of ironworks 
in Sussex, Surrey and Kent of February) 1574. He was 
91. For all references connected with this paragraph - see 
notes on the family of Eversfield2 Section Me 
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apparently a man of means sin-ce, for example, he was among 
the 15 contributors out of the 108 in Sussex who subscribed 
JC100 towards the loan for Defence in 1588. This was the 
highest rate of assessment adopted in Sussex. In 1604, his 
son bought the Denne property in Horsham from Stephen Barnham 
of London and his sons for : C5,500. The mansion2 which is on 
the south side of Horsham, stands in a deer park2 and was 
probably erected by the Eversfields shortly after their 
acquisition of the property. In the early l7th century the 
Eversfields were marrying into some of the leading, county 
families and occupying the shbievalty and seats in Parliament. 
conclusion, it might be said that while a considerable'ý 
number of families migrated to or sprang up in Sussex during 
the 16th century2 being brought there by the acquisition of 
property through marriage, or through a Crown grant2 or 
following in the wake of a noble family which took up 
residence in that county, - or perhaps even simply by 
investing money made in the City in a country estate, - few 
of the newcomers had won for themselves any outstanding 
political influence in Sussex before the end of Elizabeth's 
reign2 and those who did, appear to have owed that 
influence either to their connection with the Sackvilles2 or 
to their worldly wealth, if not to both. The meteoric rise 
of Sir Thomas Bishopp from obscurity and the less spectacular 
but equally interesting career of Richard Leech of Fletching 
tl , 
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are both indicative of the power of the Sackvilles in 
Elizabethan Sussex$ and at the same time suggest one reason 
for the unpopularity of the Sackvilles among some of the old 
Sussex families of whatever political or religious complexion. 
But, generally speaking, it was not until the 17th 
century that even the most prosperous newcomers were able 
thoroughly to establish themselves. It was under the, 'early 
Stuarts that the Bishopps of Parhamq the Bowyers of Leythorne 
in North Mundham, the Eversfields of Dehne, the Gartons of 
Billingshurst and Woollavington, and the Mays of Burwash 
and of Ticehurst reached the heights of their influence in 
the county. 
92. 
All of these new families owed their rise 
primarily to their economic success. In the 16th century 
they were still laying the, foundations of their prosperity. 
In the 17th century they reaped some of its rewards. 
92. See notes on these families, Section III* 
Sr 
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CHAPTER III 
The homes of the gentry. 
In the first two chapters an attempt was made to 
consider the 70 selected families against their earlier 
historical background so that some tentative conclusions 
might be drawn as to how representative they were of the 
older and newer types of gentry respectively. It is perhaps 
also both interesting and relevant tostudy their geographical 
distribution over Uecounty as a whole during the reign of 
Elizabeth, so that some estimates may be formed as to how 
representative these office-holding families were of their 
county on a geographical basis. Furtherg to obtain more 
precise results2 lists of office-holders7ihether Deputy 
Lieutenants2 county members, sheriffs or J. P's, for particular 
years have also been tabulated according to the Rapes where 
they resided. From these invebtigations certain facts 
emerge. 
To begin with, of the 70 selected families2 11 of which 
1. 
had one subuidiary office-holding branch and 3 of which 
2. 
had two subsidiary branches thus totalling 87 families or 
I 
I. e. families of Apsley; Ashburnham; Caryll; Culpepper; 
Gage; Goring; May; Palmer; Shelley; Shirley; Shurley. 
2., I. e. families of Lewkenor; Pelhamý Sackville. 
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branches of families in all, 17 are classified as having 
resided in Chichester Rape , 14 in Arundel Rape ,9 in Bramber 
Rape, 14 in Mewes Rapeq 16 in Pevensey Rape and 17 in Hastings 
(3) 
Rape. Seven of these 87 families or family branches 
however, moved from one Rape to another in the course of the 
Elizabethan period or early in James Its reign, 
(4) 
but even 
allowing for these changes it is true to say that the greatest 
number of office-holding gentry families of the group selec'ted 
resided either in Chichester Rape or Hastings Rape; 
(5) that 
nearly as many resided in Pevensey, Arundel and Lewes, Rapes 
respectively; 
(6) 
while Bramber Rape contained rather fewer. 
(7) 
Generally ppeaking however, the distribution of the 70 
36, See Appendix 7. - 4'. Bishopp, from Henfield, Bramber Rapep to Parhams Arundel 
Rape; Caryll from dhipley, Bramber Rape to Harting, 
Chichester, Rape; Colbrand from Worminghurst, Bramber Rape to Chichester; Eversfield from Worthq Lewea Rapet to 
Horshamv, Brember Rape; -Churcher from Chiddinglyq Pevensey Rape, to Slinfold, Arandel Rape; porter from Battle, 
Hastings Rape to Cuckfield, Lewes Rape; Pelham from 
Iýuckstepeq Hastings Rape to Hellingly, Pevensey Rape, * 5. See Appx- 7: - 17'in Chichester Rape &- 19 when Carylls of ihipley had moved to Harting, and Colbrand of Worminghurst 
had moved to Chichester; 17 in Hastings Rape until the 
Porter family of Battle moved away to Cuckfield in Lewes 
Rape, & the, Pelhams of Buckstepe moved to Hellinglyl 
P, evensey Rape. 
See APPX-- 7--- 16 in Pevensey Rape until. the Churchers 
moved from Chiddingly to 61infold in Arundel Rape. 
However, the re-1hams of Bucksbpe, Hastings Rape moved to 
Hellingly, Pevensey Rape. 14 in Arundel Rape & 16'when the 
Bishoppsýof Henfieldq Bramber Rape moved to Parhamt 
Arundel Rapet and výhen the Churchers moved from Chiddingly, 
Pevensey Rape, to Slinfold, Arundel Rape. Lewes Rape 
contained 14 families as a fairly constant figuret for 
while the Everaftelds, moved away from Worth. in that Rape, the Porters, originally of Battle, Hastings Rapep had come to settle in Guakfield. 
92 
office-holding families and their relevant branches- over 
the six Rapes was not markedly uneven and one may presume 
that a gentleman's place of residence in the county had a 
good deal, to do with determining his selection or rejection 
as a candidate for the Commission of the Peace if he were 
a borderline case. 
This supposition is supported by a comment in the 
8. 
report on the Sussex eT. Pl-'s which was compiled in 1587-, 
'apparently by the Jastices of Assize for the South Eastern 
Circuit. In this, the reason given for the exclusion of 
Anthony Shirley from the Commission of the Peace at the 
previous assize was "because his brother is : En" and that 
there were sufficient T. Fts in that Rapeý I. e. Bramber Rapeg 
already. 
The distribution of the 70 selected families and their 
subsidiary lines over the six Rapes has been considered; but 
I 
7* See APPx. 7: - Bramber Rape contained 9 families before 
the Bishopps moved from Henfield in that Rape to 
Parham, Arundel Rape; before the Carylls of Shipley, 
Bramber Rape moved to Harting-, Chichester Rape; before 
Colbrand of Worminghurst, Bramber Rape moved to 
Chiche, ster; and also before the Eversfields of Vjorth 
in-Lewes Rape, came to settle in Horsham, Bramber Rape. 
R. M. Lansd. MS- 53, art., 80.., f. 165. But see my note 
on this in the rel. evant family history, section 1119. 
sub "dir Anthony Shi4ey". 
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a more exact picture of the extent to which geography 
dictated the incidence of-office will be obtained by an 
examination- of the lists of office-holders for particular 
years, accompanied by an investigation into their places of 
residence. 
Of the Deputy Lieutenants, Sir Walter Covert, who held 
office from 1569 to at least the end of the reign, resided 
in Lewes Rape; his colleague, §ir Thomas ýhirley of 71iston, 
I-V ho held office until. 1601, resided in Bramber Rape; and 
I Sir Thomas Palmer of Parham, Deputy Lieutenant from 1569 
until his death in 1582, and Sir Thomas Palmer of Angmering-, 
Deputy Lieutenant from 1585 on, were both of Arundel Rape, 
though the latter of these two is noted as having resided at 
Blackwall from 1591 at least, so that he was by then no longer 
very effective in Sussex. The two additional Deputy Lieu- 
tenants who were appointed towards the end of the reign, 
Nicholas Parker of Ratton from 1591 on and Thomas Pelham of 
Laughton from 1601 on, - were both of revenseY Rape. 
It is reasonable to assume that this disposition, of the 
I 
various Elizabethan Deputy Lieutenants of Sussex over the 
four central Rapes of Arundelv Brambert Lewes and Pevenseyt 
90 For all references concerning Deputy Lieutenantsy see 
Appendix 2. For their distribution over the countyq 
see Appendix S. 
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was not entirely fortuitious. For the greater part of the 
reign, that is to say from 1569 on, the effective Deputy 
Lieutenants seem to have lived in different thoueh adjacent 
Rapes, Sir IvIalter Covert in Lewes Rape, Sir Thomas Shirley, 
in office until 1601, in Bramber Rape, and Sir Thomas Palmer 
of : Parham until 1582 followed by Sir Thomas Palmer of'Angmer: Lng 
until approximately 1591 in Arundel Rape, while Nicholas Parker 
who was appointed in 15-91 was of Pevensey Rape. The chief 
of these Deputy Lieutenants, it would seem from perusal of 
IýI, f, the Covert 'Papersq 10. was SiryTalter Covertq and his residence 
at Slaugham. was conveniently c, entral to the whole county. 
For the county members"for Sussex-during the reign, 
the Icl*eneral custom seems to have 
been that one should be a 
resident of East and the other of West Sussexq though this 
arrangement was not invariably adhered to. Examples are 
found for the Parliaments of 1559,1563P 15719 15729 1584 
and 1593; 
129 but in 1586 the county was represented bylifalter 
Covert of §laugham, in Lewes Rape and Thomas Pelham of Laughton 
in Pevensey Rape, both in East Sussex. In 1588 the two 
10. B. 11. Harl . IMS -703- 11. -See Appendix 3. 
12. See Appendix 9: 7 1559, John Caryll of Warnham, Bramber 
Rape & Richard Sackville of Buckhurst, Pevensey Rape; 
1563, William Dawtrey of Petworth, Arundel Rape & Sir j); 
Richard Sackville of the same; 1571, Thomas Palmer, 
perhaps of Angmering, Arundel Rapeq & John Pelham of, 
LaUghtonq Fevensey Rape; 1572, Thomas Shirley of ýVist=2 
Bramber RaDe & John Jefferay of Chiddingly, Pevensey contý-' 
95 
county members were Henry Neville2 a Berkshire man2 who , ji j; ý 13- Tý: 
however, at that time2 owned Mayfield in Pevensey Rape2 and -4 
Sir Thomas Palmer of Angmering in Arundel Rape. But in 1597 
and again in 1601 the preponderance of influence seems to have ý! Jjj; 
veered Eastwards again; both the 1597 county members, Robert 
Sackville of Buckhurst and Sir Nicholas Parker of Ratton2 
were residents of Pevensey Rape2 while in 1601 Robert Sackville 
was seconded by-Charles Howard, a Surrey man2 who seems 
however to have owned property at that time in Sheffield, 
14. 
Pevensey Rape. 
A study of those Elizabethan sheriffs for Sussex or for : '; It . 
11 
Surrey and Sussex jointly who were resident in Sussex suggests , 
that they also were selected'Partly with a view to loCality. 
For instance2 of this long list of 33 appointments2 only two 
were of residents of the most Easterly and Westerly Rapes of 
Chichester and Hastingst- namely James Colbrand of Chichester 
who became sheriff in 1598 and John Ashburnham. of Ashburnham: In 
Hastings Rape who became sheriff in 1602. Obviously it was 
inconvenient for a sheriff to be too remotely situated. For 
12. cont. Rape followed in 1581 by Walter Covert of Slaugham, 
Lewes Rape; 1584, Sir Thomas Shirley of WistonBramber 
Rape & Robert Sackville of Buckhurstj Pevensey Rape; 
1593, the same as in 1584. 
13. See Appendix 3. 
14. Ibid. 
15. See Appendix 4. 1% vi 
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the rest, the burden of this office seems to have been 
distributed fairly evenly among residents-of the four remaining 
Rapes, with a tendency, at least until the end of the 1580ts, 
1G for office-holders of Fastern and Western Rapes to alternate.. 
Thereafter, the great majority of Sussex sheriffs came from 
the Eastern end of the county. 
It remains to consider a few reDresentative lists of 
J. P's for ýussex for selected years throughout the reign, and 
to discover how the duties of the Commission were shared out 
among the residents of the various Rapes. 
Of the 37 lay Sussex residents on the Commission of the 
Peace for 156C) who had descendants living in Sussex in 1580 
17. 
or were alive themselves, 6 lived in Chichester Rape, 6 in 
Arundel Rape, 3 in Bramber Rape, 5 in Lewes Rape, 10 in 
Pevensey Rqpe and 7 in Hastings Rape , so that 22 were of East 
and 15 of West'6ussex. 
In 1570 of the 23 lay Sussex residents on the Commission 
of the peace, 4 resided in Chichester'RaDe, 4 in Arundel Rape, 
2 in Bramber Rape, 4 in Lewes Rape 7 in Pevensey Rape and 
2 in Hastings Rape, so that 13 were of 7 ., ast 
Sussex and 10 of 
18. West Sussex. 
16. See Appendix 10 
17. See Appendix 11, and P. R. O. Assize R'Olls 35.2.0 j. E. 
circuit. Richard Elrington, J. P. in 1560, died in 1569 
without issue. 
18. See Appendix 11, and P,., R. O. Assize Rolls 35.12.2. G. E. 
Circul 
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In the Hilary Term of 1580, of the 29 lay Sussex 
residents on the Co=ission of the Peace, 6 were of Chichester 
Rape, 5 of Arundel Rape, 4 of Bramber Rape, 4 of Lewes Rape, 
7 of Pevensey Rape and 3 of Hastings Rape, - so that 15 were 
of West and 14 of East Sussex. 
19. 
This approximate balance of numbers between East and 
Vlest Sussex J. P's was maintained in 1590 since 13 were then 
resident in West Sussex and 16 in East Sussex, 6 being of 
Chichester Rapei 3 of Arundel Rape7 4 of Bramber Rape, and 
20. 
6 of Lewes Rape) 7 of Pevensey Rape and 3 of Hastings Rape. 
By the Hilary Term of 1600, the preponderant number of 
Sussex J. Pts were drawn from the Western half-of the county, 
the proportion being 19 to 14; 7 were of Chichester Rape, 7 of ý 
Atundel Rapeý 5 of Bramber Rape, 4 of Lewes Rape, 5 of 
21. 
Allevensey Rape and 5 of Hastings Rape. 
Nevertheless7 it appears from the lists of sheriffs, of 
county members and even of new Deputy Lieutenants in the last 
decade of the reign, that the preponderance of political 
influence in the county was in the East. Some attemp*t will be 
made to account for this phenomenon in a siibsequent part of 
19. See Appx. 11, and P. R. O. Assize Rolls 35.22.1-S-E- Circuit. 
20.35-32 S. E. Circuit. 
21. ý5*42el-" It it 
There are some divergences in the list on the 1600 Patent 
Roll P. R. O. C. 66/1523 but these are ignored here as the 
latter was compiled in May7 1600, several months later. (Edward Culpepper & James Colbrand are not on the Patent Roll though they are on the Assize Roll for Hilary 1600; 
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22. 
this thesis. 
So far no attempt has been made to analyse the distri- 
bution of the office-holding gentry in Sussex except by Rapes. 
., 
Obviouslyjhowever2 something may be learned from an enquiry intc 
the precise location of these families and their exact 
disposition in relation to one another. 
If the 70 selected families and their relevant subsidiary 
branches alone are considered7 numbering in all 87 family 
units, and their places of residence are plotted on a map of 
the county, it appears that, though fairly evenly disposed 
between the Eastern and Western extremities, few of them were 
situated in the strip of country running along the northern 
border. In fact, if a line were drawn parallel with this 
border and running from Rogate in the-extreme West, through 
Petworth2 Cuckfield7 Fletching, Burwash7 Salehurst and 
Nortliam, the merest handful of these families would be found to 
have lived to the North of it. There were7 it is true7 the 
families of Blount of Dedisham, Churcher7 later of Slinfold,. 
Caryll of Warnham, Covert of Slaugham2 Fenner of Crawley, 
Eversfield of Worth and later of Horsham, Sackville of 
Buckhurst in Withiam, Darrell of Wadhursti May and Roberts of 
contd. 
Richard Lewknor junior, Stephen Barhhar;, ThOmas May & 
Thomas Churcher7 &YA/on the Patent Roll but not the 
Assize Roll. ) are 
1. 
%% I 
22. V. infral Part IIT. 
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Ticehurstj and the two individual J. P. 1s, Francis Spelman of 
Hartfield, and Drew Barentyne of Horsted Keynes; but these 
were scattered over a wide area, and wide tracts of country 
appear to have contained no administrative families according 
to the terms of selection used in this study. For example, 
the Hundreds of Rotherfield and East Grinstead in Pevensey 
Rape, contained none, neither did the area running East of 
23- 
Slinfold and on to the Hampshire border. 
Prima facie it might seem that this northern borderline, 
24* 
an impoverished and wooded tract of country, probably 
visited by few except those occupied in forestry or the iron 
industry unless when travelling into or out of the county, 
would-naturally have required less administrative attention 
than the more populous areas. But there are indications that 
the contrary was the case. It was, indeed2 the more sparsely 
populated regions which were most likely to suffer from 
lawlessness and lack of governance, and the northern border- 
line seems to have been one of the most troublesome parts of 
the county. In a letter dated the 21st October2 1593, and 
addressed "To our very loving friends, the High Sheriff and 
the rest of the Justices of the Peace in the county of Sussex 
and to every of them, but especially those that border upon 
23- See ma p. 
24. J. Cornwall: "Farming in Sussex7 1560-1640"7 
xcii, 67-) 
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the confines of the County of Surrey, " the Privy Council 
complained: 
whereas 'vie are informed that there are divers 
lewd people, some of them being Horsemen and other 
vagrant persons and Rogues, that are gathered together 
in the Confines where the two Counties of Surrey and 
Sussex do meet and keeping in the woods do sett upon 
her Majesty's subjects and such as pass that way7 and 
break also into houses committing also foul disorders, 
Burglaries and Robberies and gather more disordered 
people unto them, we canot but marvel yf this informatibn 
be true, that you the Justices bordering upon the Confines 
do not take present order to suppress these wicked and 
lewd persons and therefore we require you without delay 
to enform yourselves of the truth hereof and that some of 
yourselves with such forces as you shall think convenient 
do repair to those places and take such order as they may 
all or the most part of them be apprehended, committed to 
prison and so proceeded withall as their most lewd disorders 
do deserve, least further mischief should ensue of this 
lewd beginning2 wherein praying you to place some extra- 
ordinary care we bid you heartily farewell. " 259 
The truth seems to be that in some Rapes or districts 
it must have been very much harder than in others to find 
gentlemen of the right calibre to be entrusted with the 
reins of office. Study of the disposition of the selected 
office-holding families does suggest the trery natural fact 
that they were frequently clustered together in groups of 
two and three, often in or near a small township. For 
example, Petworth was the home not only of the Earls of 
Northumberland but also of the Agmondeshams and the, Dai-itreys, 
25. B. M. Add. MS. 5702, f. 201* 
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while Thomas Stanley2 the retired steward of the 8th and 9th 
Earls of Northumberland2 settled at Fittleworth nearby. 
Pulborough was the home of one branch of the Apsley family 
and also of the Onleys, while the Palmers and later the 
Bishopps resided at Parham only a few miles to the South. 
Cuckfield was the centre of another cluster including the 
Bowyer family, the Hussey family of Paints Place and the 
Michell family of Cuckfield Park. The family of Porter, 
originally of Battle in Hastings Rape2 also migrated to 
Cuckfield in the reign of Elizabeth. Chiddingly was the home 
of Sir John Jefferay2 the Judge, also of one branch of the 
Sackville family2 and of the family of Churcherg before they 
moved to Slinfold in Arundel Rape. Only a few miles away 
and in the same Hundred of Shiplake in Pevensey Rape, were the 
26* 
Lunsfords of East Hoathly and the Pelhams of Laughton. 
But there are indications that over the county as a 
whole there was a real dearth of gentry suitable for the 
responsibilities of a J. P. or of'higher county office. 
Indeed, the Justices of Assize concluded their report of 
8th October, 1587 on the Sussex J. Pts with the remark that 
there should be more J. Pts in Sussex than in other counties7 
"for that it bordereth south on the sea and north on the 
wyld; in which towe places comminly the people begeuen mutch 
27* 
to rwednes,,; and wyllfulnes-.. " 
26. For notes concerning all these, see Section III. 
27. B. M. Lansd. MS. 53.7 art 80.1 f. 165. 
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The difficulty of finding satisfactory candidates for 
office seems to have been particularly acute in some districts 
and to have led sometimes to the appointment as J. P's of 
comparatively insignificant gentry. The task of selecting 
J-P-Is from among a handful of gentry of approximately equal 
merit must sometimes have been very perplexing and the 
results have aroused much feeling, thus increasing, if 
anything, the problems of administration. 
An example of this is found in the protracted feud 
between the families of Walsh of Etchingham and Wilgoose of 
P"! Salehurst, both resident in the Henhurst Hundred of Hastings 
Ra Pe7- a feud conducted partly locally and partly in the 
guise of sundry lawsuits in the Star Chamber. 
28* 
In one of these dated 28 Elizabeth) Robert Walsh 
Esquire of Etchingham complained against John Wilgoose Esquire 
of Salehurst, a Sussex J. P. 7 that the latter had, at sundry ji, 
times since he had been a J. P. ) of his own authority) dismissed 
11 
if 
a number of persons brought before him by the various county 
officers and constables2 - they being strongly suspected of 
burglaries2 robberies or even worse offences, - without 
even examining them or taking any surety; and the plaintiff 
reported that the constables and other officers concerned had 
complained of this) fearing Wilgoose's leniency should even 
more heinous offences crop up. Further, it was objected 
28. P. R. O. ) St. Ch. 5 Eliz., W. 2.1.1 F. 26.14; W. 67-13. 
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that Wilgoose had openly maintained in his service and work 
one Robert Gutson and a Thomas Chatterton7 - "two very bad 
and lewd persons", who, between themg kept a "very notorious 
and infamous woman" in a room of a house of John Wilgoosels, 
on the pretext that she was the wife of Robert Gutson, though 
in fact it was widely known, by John Wilgoose as well as by 
others, that she was married to neither. Since John Wilgoose 
countenanced this, no one dared to do anything about it, 
though a few of the inhabitants of Salehurst approached Mr. 
Hopkinson, the Minister of Salehurst2 to request his inter- 
vention and Mr. Hopkinson, while openly trying to uphold the 
credit of Wilgoose in the neighbourhood7 made private 
intreaties to Wilgoose which were fruitless, so that he was 
eventually obliged to denounce the matter publicly in Church. 
However, Wilgoose, riding high and making much of his being 
a J. P. 7 continued to uphold the parties concerned 
for the 
space of at least four months afterwards. 
John Wilgoose then attempted to cover up the matter by 
ýI Ii 
procuring a marriage between the woman andeLther Gutson or 
Chatterton, though she was by then with child by Chatterton, 
but in this he failed. He then, according to the plaintiff, 
began trying to hide his part in condoning the matter by 
distracting his neighbours' attention, bringing against them 
sundry lewd and frivolous actions and suits of law, including I 
at least one against the plaintiff at the Sussex Assizes) with 
a view to discredW9 him publicly. This Point was hammered 
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home in an interrogatory made on behalf of the plaintiff and 
dated 29 Elizabeth2 which said: - 
"Then doe youe not knowe ore have herde the sayde Wildgoose the father to be a trobblsome man, and greatlye 
given to vexe and disquiet his poore neygliboures with 
sUts uppon verye smale causes and howe knowe you ye same2 
ore what have you herde towchinge this matter? 1I 29. 
Wilgoose also2 allegedly2 persuaded others to proceed 
against Walsh2 including one John Gibbs who had had a lawsuit 
against him in the Court of Star Chamber. 
Wilgoose's reply to this bill of complaint was that the 
case had been brought maýiciously and because Walsh hoped to 
have Wilgoose turned off the Commission of the Peace) he 
being a near neighbour, so that he, Walsh, a notoriously 
tyrannical and cruel person, would not be under close 
observation since all the other J. P. Is lived at some distance 
from him. 
He also maintained that he had nver summarily dismissed 
persons accused of serious offences2 without a trial. At the 
most he had somewhat relaxed the punishments due to those 
who had been apprehended and found guilty) if their help was 
required in laying hands on their accomplices. Wilgoose 
said that this complaint was br ought to discredit him2 Walsh 
being envious of his authority and position and treating him 
even with open disrespect when they had met recently in a 
neighbouring town. 
Concerning the second part of the bill, John Wilgoose 
said that he had kept Robert Gutson since the lst April, 27 
P 29. R. O., St. -Ch. 5 E-f3'[- 
. z., W. 67*13* 
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Elizabeth, to run his ironworks for him but that he had not 
maintained Thomas Chatterton at all. He denied that any 
such lewd or notorious woman had been kept in any house of 
his but he added that at about Whitsuntide of the 26th year of 
Elizabeth, Thomas Chatterton had approached him for work, 
offering himself as an iron founder. Wilgoose already had 
someone but Chatterton insisted on being set to work to carry 
coals to the t1heap" because he was unemployed and had spent 
all his money. Wilgoose therefore agreed out of pity. When 
Wilgoose's iron-founder fell sick, Chatterton again offered 
his services2 saying he had already had experience as an iron 
founder with one Mr. Thomas May, neighbour to Wilgoose and 
"a very honest gentleman". Wilgoose therefore referred to 
May iftio gave Chatterton a good report, so the latter was 
taken on until Bartholomewtide or thereabouts when he, 
Chatterton7 saying that his wife was living in the parish of 
Ticehurst where Mr. May dweltt and because this was 3ather 
far off, asked 'Uilgoose for houseroom. As Wilgoose did not, 
want the work hindered, he found a room for them near the 
furnace) not suspecting that ChattertOn was not married. 
Chatterton then recommended that Gutson be brought along to 
fill the furnace, and the latter therefore came to inhabit the 
same house. Wilgoose then became increasingly suspicious 
that this woman was married to neither although she was with 
child$ so he tried to get her married to one or the other of 
his two employees. He had not condoned anything) having 
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ordered Chatterton and the woman to be publicly whipped. 
Furthermore, the defendant alleged that it was the 
plaintiff who had been bringing frivolous actions, and of 
these he gave details. 
30. 
Another lawsuit between the same parties was also 
conducted in the Star Chamber in 28 Elizabeth, this time 
concerning a corn watermill in Salehurst7 belonging to the 
plaintiff, Robert Walsh of Etchingham. He objected that John 
Wilgoose Esquire, John Wilgoose gentleman, his son, Thomas 
Chatterton, Robert Gutson7 Abraham Ingleton and Thomas 
Brabourne, and "divers other maiicious and ill disposed 
persons", * . "of malice and of hatred bf longe tyme borne 
unto your said Subject by the said John Wilgoose the father. 
and by the procurements and Instigation of the said John 
Wylgoose the father" - without any Itpretence or dollor of 
Tytletl, and at about the time when they knew the plaintiff 
would be odcupied about his most necessary "Affayres and 
businesstf, that is to say on the 26th January last, in the 
27th year of Elizabeth7 at about hine or ten otclock at 
night, - assembled at the said mill, being armed, arrayed and 
weaponed, ý- and to the great terror of divers local inhabi- 
tants, broke into the house of the said mill by the roof and 
30. P. R. O. ) St. Ch. 5 Eliz. W. 45-17. 
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came down and entered into the said house and mill and took 
various tools and implements they found there. Also7 With 
spades and mattocks, some of which they found in the mill, 
they ... broke open the banks in and about the mill and let 
out most of the water and fish in the said 'Baye or poundet, 
- carrying away with them the said fish and the said tools. 
Furthermore, the same persons or some of them and 
others7 being similarly instigated by John Wilgoose, the 
father, had, it was objected, at various times since the lst 
November, 26 Elizabeth7 in the night time7 committed similar 
riots7 assembling at the said mill and breaking down the 
banks of the IPoundet or IBayet and letting the water out., 
The plaintiff said that he had been greatly inconvenienced by 
the loss of water, and that he was also tlike to suffer' 
further losses, not only in his millq but in his other 
lands, goods and chattels, unless some speedy redress were 
provided. Also Jobn Wilgoose had done all he could to vex- 
the plaintiff by maintaining against him divers suits and 
quarrels in the law, despite the laws against maintenance of 
suits, against "champters"7 and such as should buy the 
pretended interests and titled of others. ItThe said John 
I 
ý- W)r1goose 
the father beinge one of your Majesty's Justices for 
the conservacon of your highnest peace in the said Counteye an(,: I, 
thereby the, rather Imboldened and Incorraged, much abusinge 
your highnest said Aucthoritye and countenance to him 
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comytted" - had connived at one Thomas Brabourne and others 
of the said malefactors - and encouraged the said Thomas to 
pretend and make title to some of the lands of the plaintiff, 
and contrary to the laws against maintenance of suits and 
against champerty had bought of the said Thomas Brabourne his 
said pretended right and interest2 and then commenced a 
lawsuit against the plaintiff at his own cost, in Thomas 
Brabourne's name2 for one acre of land or meadow of the' 
ancient inheritance of the plaintiff in Salehurst2 being of 
the value of : C20 at least, and intended to continue the same 
at his own costs and charges. 
In his answer2 John Wilgoose2 the father2 used some very 
strong language against Robert Walsh and brought to light a 
feud between them2 saying that this bill was brought of 
malice and because of WalshIs insubordination to Wilgoosets 
authority as J. P., Wilgoose having had occasion to deal with 
Walsh both concerning the latterts treatment of certain poor 
persons and in searching Walsh's house for slanderous 
literature, as well as for other vulgar offences. Walsh 
had brought this suit primarily to divert attention from his 
o-vm misbehaviour. John Wilgoose, the father, alleged that 
before dealing with Robert Walsh himself, he had appealed to 
his neighbour, George May, gentleman, father-in-law of Robert 
Walsh, to deal with the latter, but George May said he wished 
he were able to but that he could do nothing with Walsh who 
was a very headstmng person. 
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The younger Wilgoose added to his fatherts evidence by 
reporting) concerning the mill incident) that his father had 
determined to build an ironmill*on some land of his below the 
said mill of Robert Walsh) and that it was on the banks of a 
stream which should pass that way but that Robert Walsh had 
dammed up the water. Wilgoose had asked for the water to be 
released and some was, but not enough) so he went and removed 
the turfs and rubbish blocking the water-supply on several 
occasions. He denied altogether) however, that there had been 
any riotous assembly as alleged in the bill of indictment. 
Whatever the outcome of these Star Chamber cases may 
have been, it is clear that Walsh was extremely jealous of 
Wilgoose's place on the Commission of the Peace. However, 
Walsh had other enemies in his neighbourhood besides Wilgoose. 
For example, in 35 Elizabeth a suit was preferred against him 
and Thomas May by one John Upton of Salehurst who complained 
that he had been debarred from the inheritance of some lands 
in Salehurst which by right should have come to him from one 
Thomas Walsh. He alleged that Robert) the brother of Thomas 
Walsh, had taken advantage of the fact that Thomas May, his 
special friendj was then undersheriff of the county and had 
had a jury impanelled when the case was tried locally which 
30- 
gave a verdict in his, Robert Walshfs2 favour. 
...... 
30. P. R. O. St. Ch. 5 Eliz. 2 U. 1.7. 
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Another aspect of the subject of this chapter, "The 
Homes of the Gentry", is that which concerns the buildings 
themselves. A discussion of these leads away from adminis- 
trative problems on to the economic survey which is attempted 
in a later part of this theftis. 
Increasing attention has been given in recent years to 
the value of architecture as historical evidence. With regard 
to the Elizabethan period, the controversy as to the precise 
significance of what is sometimes very abundant evidence, 
remains open. To Mr. Stone, the building mania of the 
period was evidence of the financially suicidal'tendencies 
31. 
among the aristocracy; to Mr. Trevor-Roper it is the deposit 
left by a high tide of wealth among certain particular 
'A2 * .0 
classes of the gentry and peerage. How far expenditure 
represents mere consumption and how far it constitutes a 
mere boost to credit will always be an open question in 
borderline cases where the scales are even and there is no 
accompanying evidence of a marked increase or diminution of 
wealth. Taken by itself, the fact that the head of one 
particuiar gentry family undertook what must have been an 
expensive building project during this period proves nothing 
of economic significance. He may have been comfortably 
31. L. Stone "The Anatomy of the Elizabethan Aristocracy'19 (Ecorl. Hist. Rev., xviii-7 Me 
32. H. R. Trevor -Rober-11 The Gentry, 1540-164011, (Ecoj2. Hist- Rev. SuPPI., 1-, 15 et seqq. ) 
ýjt 
d" 
investing a fortune whether inherited or acquiredg or, in a 
desperate attempt to keep up with his neighbours and rivals for 
influence, he may have been spending his last nest-egg or even 
running into debt. Only further economic evidence can suggest 
which is the likelier explanation. Consequently, the remainder 
of this chapter will be confined to an account of the building 
of country houses actually undertaken among the families under 
review and to an attempt to discover any common characteristics 
among those families. The economic significance of these 
projects in particular cases will emerge more clearly in a 
later section of this thesis. 
From references in such authorities as Horsfield Elwes, 
the Victoria County History, and the Sussex Archaeological 
Collections, it appears likely that at least some 32 out of 
the 87 families or subsidiary branches of families under 
review, that is to say over a third, built or altered houses 
in Sussex either during Elizabeth's reigh or early in James 
33- 
Its. Examination of Grimm's and Lambert's sketches of 
Sussex country houses in the Burrell MSS in the British 
Y, useum7 suggests that, judging by architectural style since 
there is no other means of dating these buildings, a further 
7 families may also have constructed or re-constructed their 34. 
homes in Sussex approximately during the Elizabethan period. 
That at least a third of the prominent office-holding 
gentry families of Elizabethan Sussex should have undertaken 
33. See Appendix 12. 
34. ibid. But this evidence is too conjectural to be of 
much value - and is not made use of. 
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the building or re-building of their country residences does 
seem a startling fact. Its most credible economic inter-ý 
pretation will be looked for at a later stage; for the present 
it may be of some interest to consider'briefly whether older 
and newer gentry alike took part in this hobby or whether it 
was carried out mainly by-new settlers in the county. 
Comparison of Appendices 6 and 12 suggests that almost 
invariably it was the old Sussex families who had been settled 
in the county since at least before the beginning of the 
sixteenth century who were undertaking these building projectý, ];; 
Of all the 32 families or branches of families which are 
noted in Appendix 12 as having been engaged in building in 
Sussex at this period, only seven had settled in the county 
after the beginning of the sixteenth century2 and of these, 
t-vio were peers, the Broww s, Viscounts Montague, and the 
Percies, Earls of Northumberland. Among the rest were the 
Bowyers of Cuckfield who made a rapid fortune in the iron 
industry so that Henry Bowyer was able to build himself 
Cuckfield Place in approximately the year 1580, and the 
Gartons of Woollavington, also iron founders and a younger 
branch of a London mercantile family which settled in Sussex 
early in the sixteenth century. Also Thomas Eversfield7 
originally of Worth and the eldest son of a signally 
successful ironmaster and of a family new to Sussex)'appears 
to have been the builder of Denne Place in Horsham2 having 
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bought the site in 1604 from Stephen Barnham, merchant, of 
London and his sons for the handsome sum of : r. 5,500,35. 
Apart7 however, from these exceptions, there is 
little evidence that families which settled in the county 
during the sixteenth century took a very prominent part in 
building activities there. Some, in all probability2 had not 
the means and, just as they would have tovait a generation or 
two before they could hope to rise higher in the administra- 
tive scale than the rank of a ýustice of the Peace7 so it 
would be some time before they could feel sufficiently 
securely established in their new setting to build mansions 
for themselves. Perhaps too, the more cautious newcomer to 
the countyý even though a man of means2 would have thought it 
wiser not to flaunt his wealth too ostentatiously among his 
new neighbours by building lavishly under their very noses 
before he had been accepted by them, though on the whole such 
a consideration seems to belong to a later age. Possibly 
also, from the newcomerts point of view2 it was more conven- 
ient to buy a mansion ready-built than to construct one for 
himself2 especially if he wished for a large house which would 
take some years to erect. Such a purchase cannot always have 
been easy, for while it was the newer houses which would have 
been most desirable2 they would have been least readily 
35. The other 2 families were those of Marvin and Gounter. 
113a 
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parteC. 1-, y their owner,,, so rece-ntly 
But there is at least one example in -)'Ussex Of this. 
-) oI ýO ý, ) r i. - of TIonfiel, ', Thomas Dishoý ]y (-)ile o 
wealthiest of the , i. iss,,, x ý; entry, w-'rusa thier hE!, C. coi-:. e 
, ýouth from Yor'-: si-ýire, succeeded in buyinj- Ininiself I 36. 
1597, one of the finest -. ]Alizabethan houses in the Cou_nty, 
anC. only- recei. itly built by the youn--er branch of the ancient 
family of -purc'-, ý:. 1.; 3e -, ust 1-ve infl2. ted Tho-as 
Bisi, op-, -, Is local presti, ý, e eiiorrp. ousl,,, -. f-, e wps one of the few 
of the 'new' gentry to become sherift- un(,, er ]liz, -bet uh 7 ifra i ch 
office '-e held ý, second time in 1601, soon af-ter tl-iis 
trcnsý? ctj, )iý n 1603 he was kniShted es "of P, ýrh-auill, and L-Ic -rid 
i. 
37. 
his eldest son ev(zýntually became a baronet. 
. &part 
from these few examples, it ,, iLs, in the , Aain, the 
older families which built the many ", l-Jzr-, 'hot,. -jan houses up End 
doim the county or reconstructed earlier buildin-s. ',, Ttether 
they could all afford to 6o so, or whether the early history 
of Parham is syý., iptomatic, is a question that may be pursued 
38- 
in a later section of ttýis thesis. The old a&)-e that fools 
build houses for wise , Iien to live in riay h2ve been e; s 
applicable to the later sixteenth century as to other @, ges- 
36. S. A. C. xxiii, 164; also j-:, Iwes o-o-cit., 164-5, and S. A. CZ, 
txxv, 
1 et seqq. 
-'-' --'iSIý0-00 37. See c ion III for notes on OL 38. him V in fr-, -, ) 7 -, ý i 2gr-'rlill" 1 -ýd 
L ", ppend x-- 
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CHAPTER 4 
0 
The Structure and Composition of the families. 
In this chapter a study will be made of the size, 
composition and structure of the 87 families or family 
branches under consideration. 
Of the 87 Eeads of families who were living in 1580, 
only four were unmarried, namely Drell Barentyne7 Robert 
Casiel Lavrence Levett and Robert Threele. Of the remaining 
83,49 married once7 33 married twice., and one, Edward Caryll 
of Harting, married three times. 
Of the 118 marriages therefore contracted by these 
gentlemen7 44 were to the daughters of Sussex residents and 
49 to daughters of men whose main residence was outside the 
county. (There are 25 marriages by heads of families of the 
1580 generation which have not been classified in this manner 
as too little is known of the wife or her family. ) Of the 
seven peers included in this study, Anthony Browne2 Viscount 
Montague2 Henry Fitzalan, Earl of Arundell Philip Howard) 
Earl of Arundel, John, Lord Lumley7 Henry Percy7 8th Earl of 
Northumberland7 Thomas Sackville, Lord Buckhurst) and William 
West, Lord De la Warr, all married every time outside the 
county except Lord Lumley whose first marriage was to Jane7 29 
the elder daughter of Henry Fitzalan7 Earl of Arundel. 
1. See Appendix 13, Part A. 
2. See Appendix 13- Part B. 
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It is, perhaps, surprising2 that of those marriages 
which have been classified2 the majority7 even if only a 
slight one2 were to women of other counties. Most of these 
marriages) however7 were to women who lived not far beyond 
the county boundary) in Kent, Surrey or Hampshire. Yety a 
few, and not all of them marriages of peers, were to daughters 
of families farther afield. Francis Agmondesham, for example, 
married into a Hertfordshire family; Sir John Pelham married 
the daughter of a Baron who was resident mainly in BeTordshire; 
Walter Roberts married a young lady from Buckinghamshire, and 
Thomas Stoughton7 one from Wiltshire. Several marriages were 
to London women; for example, the second marriage of Thomas 
Bowyer, the lawyer, of North Mundham was to a daughter of 
John Birch) Baron of the Exchequer; both marriages of Giles 
Garton were to London women2 one the daughter of an liron- 
mongerl, the other the daughter of a Londoner and the widow 
of an alderman of the City. Garton, howeverlwas a 
newcomer to Sussex and apparently married before he settled 
3- 
there. 
Yet2 if there were evidently some flourishing social 
contacts with families outside Sussex, nevertheless the 
striking feature about the marriages of the heads of the 
selected families. of the 1580 generation is that they were so 
frequently to women belonging to one or other of the same 
See Section III and Appendix 13, Part B. 
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group of families. Of the 44 marriages by heads of families 
of the 1580 generation to daughters of Sussex families, 32 
were to members of another of the families under review in 
this study. That is to say7 32 out of 118 marriages 
contracted by the heads of families who were living in 1580, 
were to daughters of other families of the same group; the 
4. 
proportion is more than one in four. 
Turning from the wives of the gentry of the 1580 
generation to the children7 it will be found that of the 83 
heads of families who married2 only 6 appear to have been 5. 
childless. The average number of children born into each 6. 
family was 5-32 but naturally, the numbers of children born 
into individual families varied considerably. They varied 
from 15 in the case of the Bellingha ms7 14 in the cases of 
the Apsleys of Thackham and the Selwyns7 and 13 in the case 
of the Culpeppers of Wakehurst2 downwards. The greatest 
number of girls born into any family was nine, found in 
those of Culpepper of Wakehurst and Sackville of Chiddingly. 
The greatest number of boys was eight, found in the families 
of Bellingham, Percy, Earl of Northumberland, and Selwyn. 
4. See Appendix 13, Part C. 
5'. See Appendix 14) Part A. 
6. The total number of boys born into these 84 families 
was 223, of girls, 214. See Appendix 14. 
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Naturally, not all of these 223 boys or 214 girls 
survived for long. Figures for infant mortality are, however) 
difficult to arrive at. The genealogical sources, consisting 
of records of the Heraldst Visitations, Inquisitions Post 
Mortem, Wills and parish registers, frequently mention by name 
children-about whom there is no farther information7 and 
there is no means of knowing whether they died young and 
intestate or not. However, there is clear evidence that 38 
sons and 16 daughters either died in infancy or predeceased 7. 
their fathers even if they survived childhood. There may 
have been considerably more. Also, one boy) William, only son 
and heir to the Onley family inheritance2 was found a lunatic 8. 
by Inquisition in May, 1610, at the age of twenty-three. 
He was a minor at his fatherts death and continued to remain 
a'uard as an adult, being in the care of Henry Bartellot in 
1630* 
It has been seen that of the 87 families or family 
branches, apart from the four heads who did not marry, only 
six appear to have been childless. Four more who 
had a 
daughter or daughters7 had no sons. These were the heads of 
the families of Jefferay and Leech who had one daughter 
I 
each, of Sackville of Chiddingly who had nine daughters and 
Shirley of I-lest Grinstead who had two. It seems then, that 
7. See Appendix 147 Part B. 
8. See Section 1117 relevantfamily history* 
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in most, families there should have been a direct male 
descendant to succeed the father of the 1580 generation as 
head--of-the-family and heir to its estates. Usually there 
was, --. but) owing to premature death, the succession did not 
always'-go-ýto the eldest son. Quite frequently it descended to 
ýthe, -'grandsoný, eldest sonof. the eldest son, or to a younger 
son-l,, though:, sometimesl-as, in-the case of the Fitzalans and 
-, the-- Lumleys 7, -. the premature-, death- of, a son and heir ended the 
male line of descent.,, - Altogether, there were 15 families in 
'which the--. eldest son--died-. -bI; tj' 'in z1l, exceptý-these two2---the 
gap was- filled' by his son7- or, a-yqunger brother, or. even2,,, as 
in, ý the . single case of the . 
Shurleys of Isfield) by, a- nephew-- 
who was the son of a, younger, -brother, 
Altogether, ý in-.. only, 16 of..,. the-87,, families was- there a, 
failure of - male -heirs, coun 
tin&-, the Jour whose heads, were 
immarrie&, -týe sL-c, whQse, head ý, were, -, pq: rr 
ied.., Ijqt , childle ssI the 
four which had daughters-only-and the-Fi, tzalans and the. 
Lumleys 
--It, -remains to examine--the, marriages-, of 
the.. children- of 
0 
the gentry living in -1580.. , 
Again7, it is -necessary .. to_ 
&u-r' gie'-ne'al .0 ica 1-ifif ormatidri about 
many of. -the 
families. Parish registers are frequently missing, 
_and 
in 
-py,: 
case many are too"'inacc6s6ible -for-thbrough 
. 
examination for all the families. Obviously they ýjould throw 
no ligii7iý '6n the marria ges or dates of burial of sons who 
See Appendi, % 14) Part^ýqiand B. &, C. ) 204. 
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migrated from home to an unImown destination. However7 it is 
clear that of the 223 sons born, 84 married once, 28 married 
twice or more, 5 of them three times and 1 of them four times, 
66 appear not to hav6 married, while concerning 45 there is 
10. 
too little information to classify them. Of the 214 
daughters7 138 married once, 14 married twice or more, - two 
of them three times and two of them four times -2 and 
concerning 62 there is no evidence that they married at all; 
some of these are definitely known to have died single. 
That is to say, approximately 29/'ý; appear to have remained 
unmarried. Naturally, some of these 29/5 are among those who 
died in infancy or in girlhood, like, for example, Elizabeth 
Howard, daughter of the unfortunate Philip, Ejarl of Arundel. 
12. 
She died of consumption at the age of sixteen. Some perhaps, 
hay have made marriages which-are unrecorded. But7 of those 
who definitely never married2 practically nothing is known. 
Some of the unmarried dau,, hters of Catholic families are 
recorded as having become nunsj'for example7 Mary, daughter 
13- 
of Sir Edward Caryll of Harting, and two great-grand-daughters 14. 
of Sir Anthony Browne2 Viscount Montague -vho died in 1592. 
10. See Appendix 157 Part A. 
ll. See Appendix 157 Part A. 
12. Lives of Philip Howard, Earl of Arundel and-of Ann-e 
Dacres his Wife, ed. Duke of Norf-ol-k-. -ý1857) 223- 
, iq 373 1 13 . M. de Trenqualeon: West Grinstead-et les gByyll. & 37ý, 1,101qui se consacra a Dieu". 14. S. A. C., vii, 173. 
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Some apparently lived with other members of the family, as is 
shown by a few wills and by certain recusancy records in 
the West Sussex County Record Office. But for the most part 
the lives of these single women in the sixteenth century 
remain a closed book. 
The Diocesan records just referred to as being in the 
West Sussex County Record Office and relating to recusancy in 
16. 
the reign of Elizabeth, appear to be returns made in 
response to letters from the bishop of Chichester to his 
subordinates in the various rural deaneries of the diocese 
asking for details about Church attendance in those areas. 
17. 
Some of the folios are dated 26th July, 1580, and all refer 
to letters from the High Commission datedý the previous 24th 
July, requiring such an inquest to be made. Some of the 
returns are a clear guide as to where individual members of 
families resided and with whom. 
15. E. g. P. C. C., 121, Skynner, - will of Elizabeth 
Bellingham, spinster, s ister of Henry Bellingham Esq. 
of Chichester with whom she apparently lived. 
16. W. S. C. R %, D. R. O. 90/1/37- 
17. ibid; f: 1 Arundel; f. 62 Midhurst; f. 64 Boxgrove. 
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For example7 the return for the parish of Worminghurst 
in Storrington rural deanery 
18. 
tells that on the 16th 
August, Mr. Richard Shelley, a cousin of the Shelleys of 
Michelgrove and of the Shelleys of Patcham who are included 
in this study, - I'doth not com to church nor receyve the 
co'on*" The same was said of Mr. Edward Shelley) his younger 
brother, and of "Mistress Elixabeth and Mistress Mary, his 
systers". It should be stated that the father of all of 
19. 
these, Edward Shelley of Worminghurstj had died in 15542 
and his eldest son) Henry, apparently soon after, so that a 
grandson2 another Henry2 became the heir to Worminghurst but 
was too young to be the administrator of his fatherts estate 
20. 
in 15612 this duty being carried out by his uncle2 Richard. 
Indeed, the young Henry must have been surrounded by uncles 
and aunts during his childhood if this diocesan return is 
any guide, mentioning as it does his uncles2 Richard and 
Edward, and his aunts2 Mary and Elizabeth. It is these two 
last who are of interest here. Both eventually married) it is 
trueg, 
21. 
Whether they would have stayed on at 11orminghurst 
18. ibid. ) f. 56. 19. B. & C., 62 et seqq. 
20. ibid. 
21. ibid 
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indefinitely if they had not is an open question. 
22. 
The return for the rural deanery of Pevensey of 11the 
names of such as refuse to come to Churche" includes, for the 
parish of Alciston) "the Ladye Gage", the widow of Sir Edward 
23- 
Gage of Firle who died in 1567) her son, George, and her 
daughter2 Margaret. The eldest son, John2 had succeeded to 
the family residence at Firle. Now7 Margaret was born only 
in June, 1559,24* so that she was only 21 years old at the 
. 
time 
this return was made in 1580. According to it she had been 
25. 
absent from Church 13 years "as she cannot be persuaded 
in conscience to come". She is clearly stated to be resident 
26. 
with her mother. Eventually she married Henry Darrell Esq. 
but it is a speculative matter whether she would have 
continued otherwise to have lived with her mother and what her 
eventual fate would have been - 
Also in the rural deanery of Pevensey; but in the 
parish of West Ham, Mr. James Thatcher, his wife, and 
daughters Anne and Margerie (Mary? ) 
27- 
were returned. Both 
A. nne and Mary, however2 eventuallY married. 
In the rural deanery of Dallington and the parish of 
Iden2 Mistress Scott, Mr. Scott, her husband2 and their 
children7 Willi=2 Elizabeth and Elea nor, were all named as 
22. II. S. C. R. O. 2 D. R. O. go/j/37: jf,, 4,, 23. Ibid.; see also f-1, and B&C. 2 295 et seqq. 24. B. & C., loc.. Qit. 
25. W. S. C. R. O. 2 DRO go/1/371f. l. 26. B. &C. I loc.. git. 27. W-S-C-R--0- 
)DRO 90/l/372 f. 4.; B. &C., 1570 
6 
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absentees from church. The two daughters, Eleanor and 
Elizabeth are mentioned in their father's will, dated 23rd 
28. ' 
January, 1583, as then unmarried and under 24, so it was 
natural enough for them still to have been at home in 1580 
in any case. But neither appears to have married and again 
it is uncertain whether they stayed on at Iden after their 
fatherts death. 
These records throw no more than a faint glimmer on the 
big question as to what sort of lives were led by the 
unmarried women of Elizabethan gentry families. To begin with, 
they relate only to recusant familiesý and, dealing as they 
do with one point of time, cannot give a consecutive story. 
Subsidy Rolls are useful evidence for the places of residence' 
of widows and sometimes of sons of existing heads of families. 
But they seem to shed no light on the. whereabouts of daughters, 
let alone unmarried ones. 
Having determined approximately how many of the sons 0 
and. daughters of the gentry living in 1580 are known to have 
married2 and how many times, it is perhaps worth assessing 
how many of these marriages were to members of other Sussex 
families and how many to individuals residing mainly elsewhere.. 
of the 147 marriages contracted by the sons2 at least 40 
29. 
appear to-have been to Sussex women. of the 172 marriages -% I 
28. P. C. C. 22 Windsor. 
29.84 married once, 22 twice7 5 three times7 1 four times. 
See A-ppendix 15, Parts A&B. 
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contracted by the daughters, 
-40.64 
appear to have been to 
Sussex men. The proportion of marriages within the county 
wastpparently a little higher in the case of women, being 
among them rather more than one in three, and in the case 
of the men, rather less. 
Comparing the men of this generation with their 
fathers among Vhom it was seen that 44 out of 118 marriages 
31- 
were to Sussex women, the proportion of the younger 
generation marrying outside the county was evidently nearly 
10ýo'. higher. 
It has been shown that among the generation living 
in 1580, more than one marriage in four was to a member of 
another family of the group under consideration in this 
32. 
thesis. In the next generation the proportion is lower. 
Twenty-five out of the 40 marriages of men of this later 
generation which were to Sussex -women, were to women 
belonging to one of the families under review in this thesis. 
Tý. renty-eight of the 64 ma: priages of women of the later 
generation, that is to say of daughters of the gentry living 
in 15807 to Sussex men7 were to members of one or other of 
33- 
this same group of families. Thus, of the marriages 
contracted both by the sons and by the daughters of the 1580 
gentry, about one in six of the total was) in each case, to 
30.138 married once7 
times. ibid. 
31 0 V. supra$ qa5 32 " V. supra, =- . 33o See Appendix 15, 
10 twicei 2 three times, 2 four 
Part C. 
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a nother member of the same very limited number of families 
selected for study. Allowing for the fact that many younger 
sons must have moved away from home to seek a livelihood 
and would therefore probably marry elsewhere, if at all, the 
degree of intermarriage among the office-holding families of 
the County is still remarkably high. 
It remains to indicate the extent to which these 
marriages between the office-holding gentry families reflected 
political alliances and groupings among them. 
If the marriages of the heads of families alive in 1580 
be examined, it is striking how closely the recusant families 
hung together. For instance7 John Apsley of Pulborough 
married a daughter of Edward Shelley of I-Torminghurst; Sir 
Edward Caryll of Harting married Philippa7 daughter of James 
Gage of Bentley in Framfield; Edward Gage of Bentley married 
Margaret, daughter of John Shelley of Michelgrove; and James 
Thatcher married Mary, daughter of Sir Edward Gage of Firle. 
Lord Lumley's first marriage was to Jane, the elder daughter 
of Henry Fitzalanj Earl of Arundel. 
347 
The part of these 
families in the political developments of the period in Sussex 
will be discussed later'. 
Similarly, there seems to have been a series of 
alliances between leading families more favourable to the 
Elizabethan regime. For instance7 Walter Covert married 
Jane, a daughter of Sir John Shurley of Isfield who had 
himself married first, a daughter of Sir Thomas Shirley of 
34. See Sectlon III for thes-emarriages. 
.1 
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Wiston, and secondly, a daughter of George Goring of Ovingdean. 
Another daughter of George Goring married the Judge2 Sir John 
Jefferay of Chiddingly. All of these families played an 
important part in the administration of the county under 
Elizabeth. 14-1alter Covert and Sir Thomas Shirley were 
35. 
particularly prominent members of them. Among the nobility2 
too2 one of the daughters of Lord BucIffiurst married2 in 
February, 1591, Anthony Browne2 eventually Viscount Hontague, 
36. 
grandson of the old Viscount who was at one time suspected 
of complicity in the Ridolfi conspiracy and who later became 
a staunch loyalist and supporter of the status quo. Cecily, 
youngest daughter of Sir Thomas Shirley of Wiston marriedi in 
37 
November, 16022 Thomas West, tho became 12th Baron De la Warr. 
William 'Jest, the 10th Baron2 had been one of the few 
Politically reliable peers of Elizabethan Sussex. Another 
important relationship was between the Pelhams and the 
Sackvilles since these families became rivals for power in 
East Sussex towards the middle of the reign. Thomas 
Sackville, Lord Buckhurstts aunt2 Ann Sackville; had married 
Sir Nicholas Pelham uhose eldest son and heir was Sir John 
Pelham of Laughton, who died in 1580. The rivalry between 
these two families will be discussed later. Lord Buckhurst 
35- For these marriages2 see Section III. 
36. A. Collins; Peerage-Of England3 (1812), ii, 146; S. A. C. 2 
vii)173- 
37. G. E. C. , iv, 160. 
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was) of course7 himself, a cousin of the Queen) - his paternal 
grandmother, Margaret, daughter of Sir William Boleyn of 
38. Blickling2 Norfolýj having been aunt of Anne Boleyn. The 
feud between the Sackvilles and the Pelhams should remind the 
social historian that family ties may intensify differences 
between parties as well as fostering friendship between 
them. 
Apart from the political significance of the marriages 
of the families being studied, they have their value as 
pointers to social and economic trends. Sometimes, as with 
the Gartons or the Culpeppers of Wigsell, they suggest a 
39. 
close and continuous connection with the City of London, 
Sometimes, with the humbler families, they reflect a somewhat 
limited social environment. With a few of the more prominent 
untitled families they are proof of an association with the 
peerage and may perhaps, in one or two cases, be a token of 
social and political ambition. James Colbrand Esq. of 
Chichester, who fought avidly for one of the borough seats 
40 
there in 1584 and who was determined to enforce his rights 
as captain of the trained bands of the City when there was 
41. 
danger of his losing them, was also husband of Martha, 
daughter of Oliver St. John of Bletsoe. Sir John Pelha m 
of Laughton and Herbert Pelham of Buckstepe who both attempted 
-I 
38. B. &, C - 300. 39. See Section III. 
40. J. E. Neale: The Elizabethan House of Commons) 263 et 
seqq. 41. B. M. Hari. YIS, 703) ff- 39,39b, 40b, 42b, 47b, and 48. 
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to resist the domination of the county towards the middle of 
42. 
the reign by Lord Buckhurst) were also both married to 
daughters of peers. Sir Edward Bishopp, bart., son of Sir 
Thomas Bishopp who bought Parham, and grandson of Thomas 
Bishopp Esq., of Henfield7 sealed the rise of his family in 
the social scale by marrying a daughter of Nicholas Tufton) 
Earl of Thanet. Two daughters of the spectacular family of 
43- 
Shirley of Wiston married into the peerage. Even a 
marriage tie with the cadet branch of a noble family must have 
been highly valued. John Porter of Cuckfield, gent., who 
married, as his first wife, Winifred, daughter and coheiress 
of John Sackville of Chiddingly Esq-2 had their eldest son 
and heir christened Sackville Porter. Sir John Pelham of 
Laughton who married Judith, daughter of Oliver, Lord St. 
John of Bletsoe7 had their only son christened Oliver. 
The seven peers themselves who were mainly resident in 
Sussex and alive in 1580 married almost exclusively into 
other noble families. Exceptions were Lord Buckhurst who 
married Cicely7 daughter of Sir John Baker of Sissinghurst7 
Kent, and Ililliam I-last, Lord De la Warr7 who married first 
Elizabeth, daughter of Thomas Strange Esq. 7 and secondly 44. 
Ann, daughter of Henry Swift of Andover7 Hants. 
42. V. infra) Part III. 
43. See Appendix 16 for a summary Of the marriages of the 
untitled heads of the selected families living in 15801 
and of their children, into the peerage. 
44. See Section III. 
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But, of the eldest sons of these seven peers, those of 
Sir Anthony Browne, Viscount Montague7 Henry Fitzalan7 Earl 
of Arundell Henry Percy, Earl of Northumberland, and William 
West, Lord De la Warr2 married daughters of commoners; also 
Robert Sackville, 2nd Earl of Dorset, married as his second 
wife the daughter of a commoner who had, however, married into 
45. 
the peerage twice before. 
Marriage connections between the gentry and humbler 
folk are more difficult to trace, and the familiar problem of 
the meaning of the term Igentleman' again presents itself. 
Some of the marriages of such families as the Sharpes of 
Northiam) the Roberts of Ticehurstj the Nevells of Chichester 
and the Onleys of Pulborough, illustrate the vagueness of 
the boundaries of the social class, known as "the gentry'17 at 
46. 
its lower levels . 
45. ibid. 
46. See Section III. 
I- 
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MAPTER 
Education. 
- . fl . ', fl* ---- 
-- '- 
In the Elizabethan period, higher education was becoming 
increasingly Popular among the gentry and2 indeed2 the 
aristocracy. The Universities and the Inns of Court were, 
however, more than seats of leýarning; they were also thriving 
social centres and, as such, attracted many young gentlemen 
who had no ambiticn to become scholars or lawyers but who, 
in time2 would take their place in the life of their counties 
or perhaps make their way further afield. 
Comparison on a percentage basis shows that 21,8% of 
those who were heads of the 87 selected families or family 
branches in 1580 attended either Oxford or Cambridge or both, 
1. 
whereas 28,7f.; of. their sons did so. The percentage figure 
for the younger generation would, no doubt, be much higher 
were it possible to isolate and ignore all those sons born 
into the families studied who died before reaching University 
age. As it is, it has been possible to estimate infant 
mortality only in conjunction with deaths of sons during their, 
29 
1 
fathers' lives. Allowance must also be made for the fact 
that some of the earlier generation, living in 1580, were 
themselves comparatively young men at that time and therefore 
were themselves affected by the growing habit of attending 
a University. 
1. . See Append-: -L-x---1-7- - 2. See Appendix 14, Part B. 
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In the earlier generation2 Cambridge was the more 
popular of the two Universities. Of the 19 gentlemen of that 
generation who received a University education, 13 went to 
Cambridge, 3 to Oxford, and 3 to both places. But among their] 
sons, Oxford was the more frequented. Of the 64 younger 
went 
gentlemen who attended the Universities, 41/to Oxford, 21 to 
Cambridge and 2 to both. 
Brothers generally attended the same University. 
Sometimes if they were much of an age, several were admitted 
simultaneously. The lith January, 1594 must have been a 
significant day for the Percy family when Alaný aged 15, 
Joscelin2 aged 14 and George, aged 132 the fifth2 sixth and 
seventh sons respectively of the 8th Earl of Northumberland, 3* 
were admitted to Gloucester Hall, Oxford. In the same waY2 
on 22nd June, 15822 Henry, aged 147 William aged 12 and 
Thomas, aged 11, the second2 third and fourth sons respec- 
tively of Lord Buelchurst, were all a"itted to Hart Hall, 
4. 
Oxford* 
Among the earlier generation, the most popular colleges 
at Cambridge, the most popular University, were St, John's 
and Queens', each attended by six of-the selected Sussex 
gentry. The few relevant Sussex gentry of this generation 
who went to Oxford attended various colleges, showing no 
marked preferences. Among the younger generation, the most 
Al-0-X-9 111,1146. 
=-xogivg 1298o 
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41 
Popular college at Oxford, by then the more popular 
Universityjý'-'appears to have been Hart Hall, atteided by 
as'! mafiy'-avl3'of these gentlemen. St.; Alban Hall'i Gloucester 
Hallzandý'Balliol College were each attended by 41 and 
Brasenos'eýCollege bY 3- At Cambridge3 more of thiWgeneratiorlýý 
went-to'lClare than to any other college, though"St. Johnis- 
iýasjapparently still popular. 
Ofl, '-the 19 gentlemen of the earlier generation'who 
University2, "ý5"are'known--toýhave taken degrees-, in ittend6d a" 
thery6unger'generation2 I the'., pr'oportion"was-considerably 6. 
'each ge er'tionz, higher 'Cbeing'as many as, 25 out'i-of-64-o In n''a 
. -, iew: -of-these-ýdegrees may I hav'6 Cbýen, --'prac tic ally honorary, 
or- conferred on Philip'Howard'IlrEa'r1 f -instance the M. A. - d6gre6rk 
7* 
6f, -Aruridelt, in-)1576ý. atýCambridgej but it is difficult to 
'redion"f' 'thinking 'the" distinjuisW: these'V, Tliei6fis nof or 
os -e-o, 0 increase ! in --the 'number f'of -th`el'taking ýdegrees -was du'"t'"t 
a igrowing 1'ractice, "of r6onfer "ing honorary ones. pr 
--cTurnifig from* , 
the',, Universities it, seems "that 'there was 
6-ý. decreaseý-betweenithe, "earlier'and, the-laterýgenerations in 
the'ý. numbers`attending the,. fourýmain'-Inns of-Couit, -, since 
0 JWI. 
of thd, *former' vient ýto, 'them,: and'only,,,; p; v of 11he, latter 
*,. - uffered,, `dý'li 
,- 6f 1, didtso, r-The-lJnns_`-may have s ttI6, as -a result 
the'ýincreasing"'popularity of Oxford and Canibridjeý'"yei, many 
itr2 ofbothgenerations went first to a''Universit ýfid"'- gen yy 
1 See ý Appendix 17 - 69' S6e'-Appendix 17. 
7- A-1-cipt. jPt-1 111416; D. N. B. 8. See Appendix 16, 
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then on to ail Inn where they might acquire a nodding 
acquaintance with the law they would help to administer as 
. T. P's. Of the earlier generation, '247 went to Inns of Court 
OnlYt 13 to a University and an Inn, and 6 to a University 
only. In the later generation, 45 went to a University and an 
Inn, 30 to an Inn only and 19 to a University only* 
9. 
The most frequented Inn in both generations was Gray's 
Inn. Of the earlier gentry recorded as having attended the 
four Inns, ly went to Grayl s Ina, 12 to the Middle Temple, 
9 to the Inner Temple and 2 to Lincolnts Inn. Of their sons, 
2jrwent to Grayls Inn, 21 to the Middle Temple, 21 to the 
Inner Temple and 7. to Lincoln's Inn. One went to both Gray's 
10* 
Inn and the Inner Temple. 
Not very many of those who attended the Inns appear ever I 
to have become barristers. Figures are not easily arrived 
at since the records of the Inns do not always specifically 
mention calls to the Bar even of those who ultimately became 
Serjeants-at-law or Judges, and there are, conceivably, 
other omissions too. It seems, however, that of the 39 
Sussex gentlemen of the earlier generation who attended the 
Inns, only some 10 or 11 
11. 
became barristers. Of theX7. f 
gentlemen of the younger generation who attended the Inns, 
only 6 appear to have been called to the B and one more is 
6,7 WL1J*%114 '4"uw65 611dl, -W-V*17V 01 -6ntj generation and 42; ftolo of the later were therefore educated ' (42" 
jo) 
at Universities o Inns of Court or both. The figure for the later generation does not allow for infant mortality, and is therefore lower than might be expected. 10. See Appendix 18.11. See Appendix 18. 
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Imown to have practised as an Attorney at Guildford. 
12. 
While2 as has been shown, Grayfs Inn attracted more 
Sussex genlýbmen than the other Inns, there was a tendency for 
those who intended to follow the legal profession to go to 13- 
the Middle Temple. Fivet and perhaps six, of the barristers 
of the earlier generation went there. In the later generation, 
two went there, two to the Inner Temple and one to each of the 
other Inns. It has2 of courseq to be remembered that some of 
the young gentlemen under consideration in this thesis 
attended'the Inns of Chancery whose records are not available. 
Where they proceeded from them to one of the four main Inns 
of Court, the fact is recorded in the admissions registers of 
the latter. But where they did not) their names are lost. 
There were those families which appear not to have sent 
their sons to either University or to any of the Inns of 
Court. The Catholic families of Gage and Shelley, for instance, 
14. 
naturally abstained. In such cases, a resident school- 
master appears to have been one solutiono 
Francis Fortescue Esq., of Harting in West Sussex, 
employed such a man. He appears to have fallen foul of the 
ecclesiastical authorities while staying at Harting for 
absenting himself from Church. He is mentioned in the 
recusancy records for the Deanery of Midhurst, in an entry 
dated 16th August, (1587)ý as "Mr. Smyth, scholemaster to the 
12. Inner Temple Admission Registeri 77- 
13. See Appendix 18. 
14. Two of the younger Shelleys of Patcham were, however7 
admitted to the Inner Temple, see Section III., 
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children of Mr. Fortescue, gent. 111 and it is noted that he 
11hath absented himself from divine service by the space of 
one whole ere and for the same standeth excommunicat. 11 16. 
Elsewhere, it is noted that "One Smyth2 a scoller of the 
parish of Harting, is a fugitive from place to place ,. and 
a great seducer of others; could not be found. " 
Some sons of Catholic families appear to have been sent 
abroad to be educated. John, the eldest son and heir of Sir 
John Caryll of Warnham who died in 16132 and who was then 
about twentys-x years old, was probably brought up in Rome 
under the supertision of Cardinal Bellarmine whose friend 
he became. He subsequently spent some time at the French 17. 
Court. He was admitted to Gray's Inn in March, 1601. 
Despite the educational facilities of Elizabethan 
England2 some of the younger generation remained untamed. 
I 
15. W. S. C. R. O., D. R. O. 90/1/371 f. 37. 
16. ibid. 7 f. 2* 
1 
17. See Section III, and Trenqualeon) On-pit., 395-7- See 
also Section III notes on John Thatcher, brought up 
at Rome and sometime page to Cardinal Allen. 
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For instance, John Palmer of Angmering, eldest surviving son 
and heir to the great Sir Thomas Palmer of Angmering, who 
was Deputy Lieutenant and twice a county member of Parliament) 
preferred vagrancy to civilisation and "got acquaintance with 
the Gipsies and other wandering beggarsj which way of living 
he liked so well'týat he could never be persuaded to leave 
18. 
them but died at length among them. " The family hbrItAge 19. 
therefore descended-to Thomas, his brother next in age. 
I 
18. R. Jenyns: Pedigree of the Ancien FamilY 0 
Palmers of Sussex, 1672.1 (186-7), lln- 
19. For further evidence relating to schools and 
schoolmasters in Elizabethan Sussex7 see B. M* Add MS 
397356 ff. 16 29 30,39 44 45778 90 & 91. See also 
B. M. Ah. MS7733 i42$ff7. ljj4b72Ot727 and 89b; and B-Me 
Add MS 27074$f. qý. 
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PART II 
THE ECONOMIC CONDITION OF THE GENTRY, 
CHAPTER I 
. 
0 
The economic history of the English gentry and 
4 
aristocracy between 1540 and 1640 has become a somewhat 
specialised and an extremely controversial subject of 
recent years and is therefore one which the mere social 
historian approaches with some diffidence. Though he is 
not concerned exclusively, nor even perhaps primarily with 
economic developments, these mustlhowever, form the background 
of his picture, and until he has them in some satisfactory 
sort of perspective his foreguound is liable to be out of 
focus. It is therefore part of his task to paint in this 
background so far as he sees it, but always as subsidiary to 
the main scene. Its tones determine the key colours but 
should not dominate the subject-matter. 
A comprehensive and detailed study of the economic 
life of the Sussex gentry, or even of 70 families of them$ 
in the Elizabethan period, could, in-itself) provide 
material for a full thesis. It has therefore been necessary 
to work within strict limits on this aspect of the subject, 
using a somewhat rigid discipline of selection both as to , 
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sources and as to the period covered. Obviously it was not 
possible to study the economic history of all 70 families in 
any detail; in any caseq not all are of sufficient interest, 
nor is there the necessary material. A general survey of 
the relative economic position of all these families has, 
however2 been attempted, and some tentative conclusiobs as 
to the trends in their fortunes have been put forward. But 
it should, be emphasised that such conclusions are necessarily 
provisional in the absence of further and more detailed 
investigation. 
The general framework of the economic position of the 
70 chosen families has been built up from a variety of 
official sources. The most obvious primary material would 
seem to be the Inquisitions Post Mortem, Feodaries' Surveys, 
Subsidy Rolls, Wills and Inventories of Wills. Wills, 
however, and their Inventories$ have not been used system- 
atically for all the families; the amount of detail provided 
by the former varies too widely from case to case to provide 
material for comparison, and such detail as there is can best 
be used to supplement faulty Inquisitions or Feodaries' 
Surveys, while such Inventories for all Wills proved in the 
Prerogative Court of Canterbury as have survived are in so 
chaotic a state at Somerset House as to be useless at present 
to the researcher. Only Inventories of those Wills which were 
proved in the Consistory Court at Chichester or the Arch- 
, to 
deaconry Court at Lewes, are of any value, and of these too 
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few are relevant to be significant for a generalstudy. 
It iS2 therefore, from Inquisitions Post Mortem, 
Feodaries' Surveys, and certain Subsidy Rolls7 that the 
contours of the economic landscape have been sketched in; 
the evidence of the first two types of sources only is dealt 
with in this chapter. But before presenting the results of 
investigation into these sources, a brief evaluation of each 
should perhaps be made. 
Much has been written about Inquisitions Post Mortem 
1. 
and their defects as source material, yet, defective as 
they are, they appear to be indispensable. It has been shown 
that although they were intended to embody a comprehensive 
Survey, county by county, of all real estate, held by 
whqtever tenure2 whereof every deceased tenant-in-chief of 
the Crown died seized, in fact, many Inquisitions Post Mortem 
that should exist appear either to have been lost, or never 
to have been taken at all. Moreover, sometimes an individual 
is known from other sources to have held lands in several 
counties, 
2 
yet an Inquisition for only one of these has 
survived. Thus one can never be sure that any single 
Inquisition even pretended to catalogue all the lands of the 
1. E. g. H. Miller: The Peerage, 1485-1547, (Univ. Of 
London M. A. thesis) ch. 4; H. S. Bell; Court_of Wards 
Liveries (C. U. P. 19ý3) 54. et sec1q, C. G. Crump: "A 
note on the criticism of records" 7 lletin of John 
Rylanda-=- (Manchesterý, viii, Jan. 1924.142 et 
seqq. 
2. E. g. 
& 
will of Anthony Pelham Esq. of Buckstepe who 
died 2nd Nov. 9 Eliz., (P. R. O. C. 142.145-12), refers 
generally to his lands in Kent, Sussex, Surrey, Dorset7 
/condo 
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individual concerned, though among smaller landowners, this 
would probably have been the case since property in other 
counties or in London would have been sufficiently small 
to have been noted in the Inquisition for the county where 3* 
the deceased had been resident. It is in dealing with the 
larger landowners who held extensive property in numerous 
49 
counties that this fact must be remembered* 
Apart from this absence of Inquisitionst either total 
HI 
46 a 
,K 
as for some individuals, or for certain counties in the case 
of-others, those that do survive are not invariably compre- 
hensive as inventories of lands held by the deceaseds even 
for the counties where they were taken* Comparison with the 
Feodaries' Surveys sometimes shows the escheator to have been 
-c-ýt 
d. 
Lincoln, Northumberland2 York2 'land elsewhere within 
the realm of England". His Inquisition$ (see S. R. S., 
xxxiii, 7) refers only to lands in Sussex. 
E. g. I. P. M. of William Shirley Esq. of Wiston2 dt. at 
Lewes, 5th Oct. 5 Ed. VII (P. R. O. C. 142,94-76)9 mentions 
his manor of Wodensill, co. Bucks as well as his lands 
in Sussex: also, I. P. M. of Sir Richard Lewkenor7 some- 
time C. J. Chester dt. at Petworth 20 Sept. 14 James, 
(P. R. O. C. 142-35ý. 45) mentions his capital messuage at 
Clun, co. Salop. called "Baggatshey", as well as his 
lands in Sussex* 
49 E. g. There are I. P. M's for Sir Thomas West, Lord De la 
Warr who d. s. p. 25 Sept. 1&2P. & M., for the counties 
of Sussex (P. ]T, O. C. 142.104- 73 & 74); Hants (P. R. O. C142. 
104.75)2 & Wilts. (P. R. O. C. 142.104.110). But for 
Thomas West, Lord De la Warr, his great-nephew, there is 
only one I. P. M. dt. at Winchester, 12 August, 44 Eliz. (P. R. O. C. 142-273-85) This lists his lands in Hampshire 
only. 
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either less thorough or more lenient than the feodary in 
5. 
compiling his complete list of lands, though it must be 
admitted that where Feodaries' Surveys and Inquisitions Post 
Mortem overlapq agreement between them as to the number of 6. 
manors or messuages is overwhelmingly the rule. 
The really significant divergence between Inquisitions 
Post Mortem and Feodaries' Surveys taken for the same persons 
within a short space of time, is rather in their respective 
rates of valuation of such property as they do account for, 
7- 
This fact has been pointed out by Mr. Bell, who shows 
moreover that these discrepancies became more marked as time 
went on2 so that in the early seventeenth century when Robert 
Cecil was attempting to wring the utmost possible from ward- 
ships and-liveries, a feodary's valuation might be as many as 8. 
twelve times that of the escheator. 
50 
6. 
7. 
8e 
Cf. for example the I. P. M. of Thomas Churcher Esq., who 
ob. 28 Nov. 1616 at Slinfold, (P. R. O. C. 142-375-57) whick 
mentions only one capital messuage there$ -& his Feodary 
Survey (P. R. O. Wards 5.43. Pt, 2) which mentions tvq also 
cf-Ahe I. P. M. (P. R. O. C. 142-312-128) and the Feodary 
Surveys for the lands in Sussex, Kent, Essex, London & 
Middlesex (P. R. O. Wards 5.43-Pt. 2), - of Robert Sackville, 
2nd Earl of Dorset. The latter mention in addition to 
the lands listed in the I. P. M., 5 priories in Sussex 
(apart from Lewes Priory which appears in the I. P. M. 
3; 
j manor of Houndean, Middx. j the manor of Foyle, Surrey; -ý 
of Risingden in Gloucs.; an in Sussex, Ringmere Park$ 
and the Boroughs of Seaford & East Grinstead. 
Cf - Appendices 20 and 22. H. E. Bell; op. cit. 2 56. n. l. ibid. Bell compares the I. P*M. & F. S. values for the 
lands of John Hawkins of Essex. Both valuations are 
dated 10 Charles I, the former amounting to : C2444,8*9 
the latter to : C300-13-4. 
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It seems safe to assume that the valuations of both 
officials were definitely on the conservative side, yet there 
is no doubt but that the feodaryts estimate was the more 9. 
reliable of the two. Accordingly, the valuations given 
in the relevant Inquisitions have not been utilised, even 
where no comparable Feodary Survey exists. The Inquisition 
valuations are, incidentally, far more difficult to use on a 
large scale since) unlike the Feodaries' Surveys, they often 
omit a sum total, so that all the individual items have to be 
added up. 
The importance of Inquisitions Post Mortem, however, for 
a study of this sort, cannot be overlooked. They do, where 
they exist, and in spite of possible errors and omissions, 
give some kind of picture of the scale and extent of landowner. 
ship among the gentry within a broadly conceived period, and 
they do, again with necessary precautions duly taken, give 
some clue as to whether individual families were acquiring or 
parting with land. Thus, it has been found convenient to 
look for the Inquisition of the head of each family who was 
living in 1580, and also those of his predecessor, whether 
his grandfather, father or elder brother - and of his 
successor, if any, whether son, grandson or younger brother, 
provided the latter died not later than 1625. At the best, 
The chief disadvantage in using Feodaries, Surveys as 
a source is their rarity. V. infral 15G. 
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therefore, a record should in this way be established of the 
land held by the heads of the family over three generations, 
I stretching backwards and forwards from the year 1580. in 
fact, for many of the 70 families, only one or two of the 
three requisite Inquisitioiz Post Mortem have -survived; for 
10. 
17 families, no relevant Inquisitions whatever are available- 
It should, perhaps, be pointed out at this stage, that 
not all the lands mentioned in the Inquisitionsl have been 
tabUited in forming this schedule of gentry landownership. 
The task of adopting and utilising, in every case, all the 
information given as to tofts, crofts, hereditaments, 
tenements, orchards2 gardens, petty messuages and so on, would, 
very likely, end in shipwreckt so that it has been thought 
sufficient to note what is said therein as to manors and 
capital messuages, and, for greater landowners who possessed 
them, as to hundreds and rapes, boroughs, baronies2 parks, 
London houses and dissolved religious houses. Naturally, Mr. 
11. 
Trevor Roper's criticism that manors vary widely in value, 
and that one manor is not comparable with anotherl is one that 
must be borne constantly in mind. But since Tudor surveyors 
based their computations on the manor as the unit of landowner- I 
ship, we can ourselves hardly do otherwise. There is, after 
all, no means of checking acreages where manors are named but 
10. See Appendices 20 and 21. 11. H. R. Trevor Roper: "The Gentry, 1540-1640", (Econ_. Hist. 
Rev. Supp, i, 4. ) 
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not described and estimation by the escheators' valuations 
is misleading since they were often wildly inaccurate. 
It is quite conceivableg of courseq that a landowning 
family may have been disposing of its manorial property at 
the same time as it was acquiring non-manorial acres on an 
extensive scale, or vice versa, so that to take account of 
manors and capital messuages alone, might well result in a 
false impression. Such a possibility mightq at first sight, 
explain the curious fact thatq according to the Feodaries, 
Surveys of Thomas Bishopp Esq. 9 dated 
6 January9.2 Eliz. and 
18 April 2 Eliz., he had held land valued at : C161.19.9 pea* 
12. 
above reprize, - lands including four manorsq - while the 
Feodary Survey of his son and heir2 Sir Thomas Bishoppq 
knight and baronetq dated 14 November 16319 valued the 
latter's lands at only f-105.16.4. p. a. above reprize, though 13- 
these apparently included as many as ten manors. Thus, it 
seems that the total value of Sir Thomas BishoppIs landed 
property was considerably less than that of his father, 
although he owned six manors more than he. However, compari- 
son of individual items in these Surveys suggests that this 
situation was due not so much to the sale of valuable non- 
manorial acres by the son, but rather either to a depreciation 
in the value of the whole estate, or else to the Jmdulgence ri 
12. -0. Wards 5.43-Pt. l.; P. R. O. Wards 9-138ffoý 159-161 P-R 
P. R: O. Wardd 5.43, Pt-2. 13* 
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of the feodary. 
Conversely, the Feodary Survey dated 18 January, 1620, 
of John Cowper of Dicham Park near Hartingý apparently the 
grandson of the John Cowper living in 1580, values his 
property as a whole at as much as ýC150.0.0. p. a. above 
A 
14. 
reprize, - an astonishing sum for a man who had apparently 
held no manors at a112 placing him in the same category, 
according to Feodary Survey valuationst as men like Sir 15. 
Thomas Caryll of Harting who owned ten manors2 and far 
16. 
above that of2 for examplet James Thatcher who owned two, 17o 
or of Edward Gage of Bentley who had four. John Cowperts 
own Feodary Survey itself2 states that his capital messuage 
of Dicham Park, was worth as much as ýC120 p. a. 2 a figure 
exceeding by far those given for the whole estates of many 
very substantial landowners with several manors to their 
name. Naturally2 the personal prejudices-of the feodary 
may have had some part in determining his valuations2 but 
these cannot have been altogether capricious, and the cases 
of John Cowper and Thomas Bishopp merely illustrate the 
relevance to certain cases of Mr. Trevor Roper's warning 18. 
against measurement of landed wealth by manors alone* 
14. P. R. O. Wards 5.43-Pt-1. See also the I. P. M. of this 
John Cowper, P. R. O. C. 142.378.126. 
15. Feodary Survey (P. R. O. Wards 5.43 Pt. 2) dt. 6 Feb. 
16182 values his lands in Sussex 
ýt 
ýC150. p. a- above 
reprize2 and that dated 16 Sept. 1618, values his lands 
in Worcs. at f-3.6.8d. p. a. above reprize. 
16. Feodary Survey (P. R. O. Wards2 5.43-Pt. l. ) dt. 16192 
values his lands at : C7l*3*4. p. a- above reprize. 17. Feodary Surveys (P. R. O. Wards. 5.43, Pt. 2) dt- 7 June 
1619 (Sussex); 1 Jurie 1619 (Kent); 9 Oct*1619 (Wilts), 
A on td 
=MW 
ý 11 
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However, such a warning and such illustrations need not 
deter the historian altogether from attempting a rough 
estimate of the relative position of the landowning gentry 
by the means already indicated. For, as the statistics show 
where Feodaries' Surveys exist as a means of checking 
Inquisitions Post Mortem, the valuations of the former for 
thewhole estates of the individuals concerned are very 
approximately proportion4te to the number of manors held. 
A comparison of Appendices 21 and 22 will show that no 
landowner, with the single and accountable exception of 
George Goring of Ovingdean, who had an estate valued by the 
feodary at less than : E1001 or indeed than ýC80 p-a-1 had more 
than five manors according either to his Feodary Survey or 
19. 
his Inquisition Post Mortem. Similarlyl all those whose 
lands were valued in their Feodary Surveys at L100 or over, 
were seized at their deaths of at least five manors, - except 
contd' 
lue his lands in those counties respectively at 
: E47.14.8; ýC5.10.0; and : E4-13,4-p-a. above reprize. 
18. E. g. cf. Feodary Surveys of Sir Richard Lewkenor, C. J., 
Chester, both dt. 1 May, 1619, for Sussex & Salop. Total 
valuation for 5 manors in Sussex &1 Capital Messuage in 
Salop is f: 22-13.4 (P. R. O. Wards 5.43. Pt. 2), with Feodary 
Surveys of James Colbrand (P. R. O. Wards. 5.43*Pts- 1& 2)3 
dt 21 Oct. 42 Eliz. and 17 April 4 James. Total valuation 
: E34t though he apparently had no manors. 
19. For the results of such a comparisong see Appendix 23- 
I 
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in the cases of John Cowper and of Thomas Bishopp, senior 
which have already been discussed. So that it does seem 
legitimate to assume that the number of manors a man 
possessed can, in the majority of instances, be taken as 
approximately indicative of his total landed wealth, - and 
that whether7 through the generations, a family was buying 
them up or disposing of them, is therefore likely to be 
indicative of the increase or diminution of its whole estate. 
The detailed investigation of some 130 Inquisitions 
Post-Mortem, - which is the approximate number of relevant 
ones that have survived for the 70 families and their 
significant subsidiary branches) - suggests that the over- 
whelming majority of even the leading country gentry of 
Susseacin the later sixteenth century, owned lands on a 
20. 
very modest scale. Of the 53 families for which at least 
one relevant Inquisition Post Mortem has survived, as manY 
as 32 owned less than 5 manors in any of the three selected 21. 
generations for which there is evidence. Only 11 families 
held at least 5 and less than 10 manors in any generation 
for which there is evidence; 6 held between 10 and 20 manors-, 
and not more than 4 held 20 manors or over. 
20. See Appx. 21. 
21. 
ia 
For purposes of classification the greatest number of 
manors held in any generation is adopted; where two or 
M' ore branches of a family are under consideration, the 
greatest number of manors held by any single individual in any branch is adopted as representative of the family!:, 
as a whole; the numbers of manors held by the different ýj branches at any one time, are not added together, nor ar6 i, 
,,,,,,,, 
they, considered ýseparatelys 
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It is, perhaps, significant, that all the families in the 
last category were noble, they being the Brownes, Viscounts 
Montague, the Percies, Earls of Northumberland, the Sackvilles, 
eventually Earls of Dorset2 and the Wests, Lords De la Warr. 
Among the six families owning between 10 and 20 manors, one 
was that of Baron Lumley. 
It seems2 therefore7 that the bulk, certainly more than 
half the families under review, were no more than four manor 
men. However, four manors, possibly wij: h various 'Aappurten- 
ances and other non-manorial property, were not to be 
despised, and not everyone within the lowest rank of gentry 
landowners could boast such wealth. In fact) the heads of 
only 3 of the 32 families of this group are recorded in their 
relevant Inquisitions Post Mortam hs having held 4 manors; 
while the remaining 29 families - or more than half of the 53 
for which there is evidence - subdilidO-'ý,, very evenly into 
four groups2 seven of them apparently holding no whole manors 
at all during this period, another seven holding at most one 22. 
manor, eight holding twot and seven more, three. 
These figures suggest that more than half the gentry 
whose families supplied the countyts ZJ-P1sj sheriffs, county 
members or Deputy Lieutenants, - and therefore very likely 
more than half of the gentry as a whole in Sussex at this 
period2 were holders of no more than three manors at most- 
22. See Appendix 21. 
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What these manors signified in pounds per annum is a muchl 
more difficult problem to solve. It has been shown that, with 
23* 
one exception already noted, landowners assessed by the 
feodary at less than f-1001 held fewer than 5 manors and that 
those assessed by him at more than : ClOO were, with the 
exception of Thomas Bishopp, and John Cowper, 5 manor men or 
more. However, owing to the paucity of Feodariest Surveys 
which appear to have been tLkenj until James' Its reign at any 
rate, only when the deceased tenant-in-chief was succeeded 
24. 
by a minor, the cases where an individual Inquisition Post 
Mortem. may be compared with an individual Feodary Survey for 25e 
the same deceased person, are only very few. Even in these 
instancesq the relationship between the scale of valuations 
of estates and the numbers of manors contained in them 26. 
appears to have been only an approximate one. 
Some of the difficulties which prevent the historian 
from estimating the income of the landed gentry of Devonshire 
under Charles I with any degree of accuracyi are outlined*by 
Messrs Hoskins and Finberg in one of their "Devonshire 
Studies". 
27- 
They show, for examPle, that among the smaller 
I 
I 
EI 
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23- V. supraV& A; ppendix 23, 
24. See references to minorities in Appendix 22o 
25. See Appendix 22o 
26. bid. 
27. W. Go Hoskins and H. -P. R. Finberg: t'The Estates of 
the 
Caroline Gentry", (Devonshire Studies3 1952,334 et 
se4q. ) 
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gentry, the "home farm" wqs usually kept in the hands of its 
owner and was often valued in the Feodary Surveys at half or 
more of the whole estate, but that it did not, unless by 
chance it were let out on short lease, produce any correspon- 
ding income in cash, since most of. its fruits were consumed 
by its occupiers. The remaining properties were nearly 
always let on leases for three lives or 99 years, with a heavy 
fine on entry and a nominal rent thereafter. The rents of 
such lands therefore obviously did not represent anything 
like the true value of the property. Further, sales of farm 
producet stock and timber, about which the more accessible 
28. 
records say nothing2 and which represent a fluctuating 
proportion of the annual income of an estate7 must be borne 
in mind. 
Land titles have not formed any part of this present 
study so that the relevance of Hoskins' and Finberg's 
observatims is hypothetical. But they do show that even 
Feodaries' Surveys must be used with considerable reserva- 
tions. 
But, in spite of the obstacles to any decisive 
conclusions, these writers do feel Justified in dividing 
the 
Caroline gentry of Devonshire into two main groups, - the 
smaller or "typical backwoods gentry" who were usually very 
28. E. g. FeodarieS' Surveys and the records of the Committee 
for Compounding. Individual collections of estate 
papers might contain information about this* 
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long established, often taking their names from their 
dwelling-places, but generally not lords of any manors though 
they had usually an ancient home-farm which they kept in 
their own hands and farmed for themselves as'wll as about 
six to ten farms Jja parishes round about; and the lesser 
squires, usually with one or two manors and a number of farms 
in Parishes all round. The incomes of the first group are 
estimated at between : C5O and f-100 per annum; and of the latter 
at between ýUOO and ýC200 per annum or morel most of which 
derived from the home farm which these lesser squires occupied 
29. 
and farmed for themselves, 
It seems then, that the Caroline gentry of Devonshire 
were-rather better off than the Elizabethp gentry of Sussex 
if the figures given by Hoskins & Finberg and those found in 
the Feodaries' Surveys of the Elizabethan Sussex gentry are 
30- 
at all comparable; for it has been shown that apart from 
John Cowper of Dichamq and the elder Thomas Bishopp, in none 
of the Surveys for Sussex which have been examined were those 
holding less than five manors assessed at above : E80- Yet 
the madority of gentry under review appear to have been less 
than 5 manor men. However Hoskinst and Finberg's reminde=,,,,, 
that farming was still partly on a subsistence basist and 
29. O'P-Cit-Lt 336 et seqq. t and 346 et seqq. 30. See Appendix 23- 
153 
that profits from the sale of estate produce as well as 
intermittent windfalls in the shape of entry fines should 
be allowed for, suggest that the real income of this class 
may have been somewhat higher than the feodaries' estimated. 
Before considering what lightq if any, is shed by the 
Inquisitions Post Mortem) and other sources, on trends among 
the gentry towards poverty or affluence, it may be conveniEnt 
to examine another set of facts. It has been shown that the 
majority of gentry families appear to have been only modest 
landowners. 
31- 
If so, how widely were their lands scattered? 
Evidence from the Inquisitions suggests that few owned much 
property outside the boundaries of the county where they 
resided. Of the 53 families for which the Inquisitions 
provide any informations 32 appear to have held manors, in 
Sussex onlyi of the r emaining 21, only 12 appear to have held 
manors outside Sussex in any but the immediately neighbouring 
counties of Hampshire, Kent or Surrey, and five of these 12 
were peers. Antýony Browne, Viscount Montague, for instance, 
owned a manor in Cambridgeshire; Lord Lumley owned manors 
in county Durham) originally his family's native county; 
Henry Percy, the 9th Earl of Northumberland, had manors in 
Yorkshire) Northumberland, Cumberland, Durham, Dorset, 
Somerset7 Carmarthen7 Pembrokeshire and London; Thomas 
31- V. supral 148-rtg 
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West, Lord De la Warr, had them in Dorsetq Wiltshire, 
Gloucesterhhire7 Somerset Devont Warwickshire, Lancashireq 
Lincolnshire and London. 
Altogether, apart from the peerage, only seven families 
during this period are known to have owned manors outside 
33- 
Sussex or its three contiguous counties. It is true that 
individuals may have owned non-manorial lands elsewhere. 
Robert Sheppard of Peasmarsh, for example, is shown by his 
Feodary Survey, to have owned certain lands and tenements 
34* 
in Kent, though he apparently held no manors outside Sussex. 
Non. - manorial parcels of land are not, howevert accounted 
for in this study, unless, indeed, they were capital messuages 
or, in the case of large landowners, - parks, baronies and 35- 
so on as already indicated. But it does seem legitimate 
to conclude both that the great majority of Sussex gentry 
at this period were essentially landowners on a modest scale, 
and that they had little property far outside their county 
boundaries. 
32. See Appendix 24. 
33- The families of Gage, Pelham2 Scott2 Shelley2 Shirley2 
Stapley, and Wilgoose. (See Appx-24-) 
34. P. R. O. Wards 9.140)ff. 520-525 (b',, '. See also Sect. III on 
Thomas Stanley whose will refers to property outside Sussex, some of which was in Herts. No manors outside Sussex were mentioned. 35- For these and their situation, see Appendix 20* 
CH, &PTER- 2 
. 
It remains to consider the economic currents which 
flowed beneath this surface and the directions in which they 
were moving, sometimes sluggishly, sometimes more speedily, 
bearing some family fortunes on to affluence2 and others to 
the rapids. First, an attempt will be made to discovcr as 
nearly as possible which families were rising and which 
declining in prosperity through this period. 
Unfortunately, neither Feodary Surveys) Inquisitions 
Post Mortem nor Subsidy Rolls can provide a ready-made J , 
answer to this, problem. 
To begin with, as has already been shown, too few 
Feodary Surveys are available to be of much value in this 
investigation. Until James I's reign, these Surveys appear 
to have been taken only when the deceased tenant-in-chief 
was succeeded by a minor, and these cases were too rare to 2* 
have produced very much material 
Again; too many Inquisitions Post Mortem are missing 
to permit a very satisfactory table to be compiled even as to 
the relative numbers of manors, let alone other property, heldf 1 
by the heads of each family through the three generations ý1 
1. V. supra2 lp &- Appendix 22. 2. See ADPx- 22, & Bell,. gD. cit, 40 & 55, 
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under review. So often only an isolated Inquisition for one 
0) 
generation has survived) or, as for example in the case of 
the Westq) Lords De la Warr, there are gaps in the evidence 
for certain counties in a particular generation* 
3. 
So 
fragmentary indeed, is the material, that even if the 
existence of Inquisitions for the heads of families in only 
two generations be considered sufficient for purposes of 
comparison2 and the establishment of a trend in landownership, 
- only 37 families or single branches of families out of the 49 
87 are affected. 
Of these 37 families or branches of families, 12 show 
an increase in the number of manors held over the generations 
under review; 10 show a decrease; 4 show an increase in one 
generation followed by a decrease in the next; and for 11 
others the number of manors listed remains constant. 
Such figures aret perhaps, too partial and too incon- 
elusive to be of much value2 but2 set alongside the verdicts 
of other sources, may prove helpful. It should perhaps be 
emphasised that, until a careful investigation of alienation 
fines for these families has been made2 any conclusions as 
to trends in gentry landownership drawn from the Inquisitions 
alone must remain extremely tentative. Research into 
alienations fines should prove rewarding2 but it lies beyond 
I- 
3- V. supral pt. 21 ch. 11 n. 4. 
4. See Appx. 25. Family branches are there treated 
individually2 hence the figure 87o 
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the scope of this dtudy. In the meantime it is interesting 
to note which families appear in the various groups already 
mentioned. 
Prominent among those 10 whose manors decreased in 
numbers were the Catholic families of Caryll of Harting who 
dropped 2 manors3 the Gages both of Firle, who dropped 4 and 
of Bentley who dropped 3 manors; the Thatchers who dropped 2, 
and the Brownes, eventually Viscounts Montague, who appear 
to have dropped 51 though the later Inquisition for which 
50 
there is only one copy, is very imperfect. The Apsleys of 
Pulborough too, if not recusants) were connected by marriage 
with the prominent Catholic. family of Shelley of Worminghurst, 
and with the Dawtreys of Petworth who were also no enthusiasts 6. 
for the Elizabethan Settlements 
Of the remaining families who appear to have been 
shedding manors, the Ernleys at this period were in process 
of selling up and leaving the county; the Levett family and 
the Shirleys of West Grinstead suffered a failure of male 
heirs, and the Onleys a minority and the lunacy of the male 
7. 
heir simultaneously. 
Among the families whose manorial property, according 
to the evidence of the Inquisitions Post Mortem, increased 
and subsequently decreased, were the Morleys of Glynde who, 
P*R*O* C. 142.235* 110. 
6. The connection, if any, between recusancy and economic 
decline has not yet been satisfactorily worked out. For 
a comment on this see H*R* Trevor Roper: "The Gentry, 1540-. 
164o u *1 1.20-21), For the financial 
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despite their profits from the iron industry, may have been 
8. 
embarrassed by their bankrupt relatives. William Morley 
was the eldest son and heir of Thomas Morley of Glynde who 
died in Januaryq 1559, and who had been a prosperous Sussex 
gentleman with an iron mill7 furnace and forge at Hawksden 
in Mayfield, as well as his landed property which included 
9. 
5 manors. William., however, left 6 manors as against 
10. 
his father's 5t but his grandson, Herbert, left only 3 
11. 
manors. 
Now this family appears to have supported the 
Elizabethan Settlement, dilliam Morley being described in 
the Bishop's letter of 1,564 as *no Justice but a favourer 
12. 
of godly proceedingsti, - and in the 1587 report on the 
J. P's, as "a good Justice* as well in respect of religion 
1 
-1. as of the commyn wealth". In 15887 he with two others 
f2Ltnote 
- contd. 
problems of a recusant family in Suffolk in the l7th 
century, see G. H. Ryan and L. H. RedStonej Timperley of 
Hintlesham, (1931), 87-91, et Passim. 
7. For these families see Section III. 
8. V. infral 222, 
9. P. R. O. C. 142,124.160. 
10. P. R. O. C. 142.253- 98- 
11. P. R. O. C. 142.325.184. 
12. Camden Misc., (1893), ix, ll- 
13- 01 
TI-1 59. 
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I 
was assessed at : C60 for the Armada loan, the second highest 
rate of assessment for the countYs less only than the rate for 
such families as the Gorings of Burton or of Ovingdean, the 
Carylls of Warnham and of Harting; or for Covert of Slaugham, 
Culpepper of Wakehurst, or Pelham of Laughton - from all of 
14* 
whom aOO was levied. Moreover, it appears to have been 
William Morley who either added to or restored the mansion, 
of Glynde in the 1560, s. 
Yet it does seem that the Morleys, were unable to retain 
the modest fortune they had made. Perhaps the unsuccessful 
venture of William Morley's younger brother, Anthony, in the 
iron industry in Glamorganshire where he had migrated, brought 
misfortune on others than himself and his own wife and 
children. William Morleyls brother-in-law too) Herbert 
Pelham of Buckstepe and Michaelham) stumbled into serious 
15. 
pecuniary difficulties and had to forfeit his estates. 
Whether the Morleys of Glynde were dragged downwards by 
Anthony Morley's and Herbert Pelham's losses is a matter for 
speculation, but it may help to explain the familyfs apparent 
16. 
decline. 
The evidence of the Inquisitions Post Mortem concerning. 
those families who seem neither to have increased nor 
14. S. A. C., 1,32 et se4q. 
15. See notes on the Pelhams in Section III. 
16. Alsog cf. valuations in Feodary Surveys of Herbert 
Morley, Esq., dt. 1 Apr. 1611 &6 Apr. 1622 (both in 
P. R. O. Wards 5.43-Pt. l), totalling : E69.18.10, and of Feodary Survey of his brother, Robert Morley Esq., who 
eventually succeeded him2 dt-17 Jan. 8 Charles, amounting to : E28., 18,8 (P. R. O. Wards, 5.43*Pt,, 2) 
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A 
reducbd their number of manors is not by itself of much value. 
Such families could well have been making fortunes without 
increasing their lands, or, alternatively, they might have been 
falling on evil days but clinging desperately to such manors 
as they had. 
More important are the indications given by the 
Inquisitions as to which fam4ies were definitely collecting 
17- 
manors during this period. These ten families were 
obviously on the upward path, and, in view of the present 
discussion among economic historians as to the causes of 
prosperity among the gentry where it is found, they deserve 
special attention. 
One of the most interesting of these "rising" families 
was that of the Bishopps, since they were mere newcomers to 
a strongly conservative county - yet through sheer weight of 
influence, coupled no doubt with some ability, they made their 18. 
name and fortune in Sussex within two generations. It has 
already been shown that, according to the Feodary Surveys 
of Thomas Bishopp Esquire the elder, dated 2 Elizabeth, he died 
seized of four manors, while the Feodary Survey of his son and 
heir, Sir Thomas Bishopp7 knight and baronet, dated 1631Y 
190 
shows that he hold ten manors at his death. The lnquisitionsý,, [ 
17. See APPX- 25o 
18. V. supr aI-%etse qq & ý14; ý 7- 19. V. supral-: t45-lj§ and Appendix 22o 
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Post Mortem of these two people endorse these figures* 
20. 
A further indication of the increasing affluence of the 
Bishopp family is the fact that they were among the few 
whose subsidy assessments rose steadily, from 38 Henry VIII to 
21. 
1/2 Charles I. 
Other families which appear from the evidence of the 
Inquisitions Post Mortem to have been adding to their manors 
were the Coverts2 the Culpeppers of Wakehurst, the Eversfields 
of Worth and later of Horsham, the Gunters, the Palmers of 
Parham, the Pelhams of Laughton who became baronets in 1611, 
the Scotts of Iden, the Selwyns of Friston, the Stoughtons, 
and the Sackvilles of Withiam, - who during this period 
entered the peerage, Thomas Sackville becoming Baron Buckhurst 
22. 
in 1567 and Earl of Dorset in 1604. The Colbrand family too 
acquired a manor in Sussex during this period. Finally, the 
Lewkenors of West Dean should perhaps also be mentioned here, 
although only one relevant Inquisition Post Mortem survives, 
namely for Sir Richard Lewkenor7 Chief Justice of Chester; 
he was a second son, being the younger brother of Thomas 
Lewkenor of Selsey who inherited the family estates, and it 
was therefore no small achievement for him to have left 4j 
manors at his death. 
23* 
20. P. R. O; $ C. 142.127-50; P. R. O., C. 142.453* 98. 21. See A pendix 26$ and for Subsidy assessments see 
relevant family history in Section III. 
22. GEC., iv, 422. 
23- P: R: O. C. 142- 355.45. 
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The possible causes of the prosperity of these 
families will be considered in a subsequent chapter relating 
to the occupations of the gentry. Meanwhile, the evidence of 
sources other than Inquisitions Post Mortem will be briefly 
reviewed so as to check and supplement their verdict on 
tendencies in individual family fortunes. It has already 
been observed that only for 37 out of the 87 families or 
family branches do Inquisitions Post Mortem give any informa- 
tion as to trends in landownership. For a more general 
picture however, some attempt has been made to use the 
information contained in the Sussex Subsidy Rolls. 
It is, of course, common knowledge that the Tudor 
Subsidy assessment was very far from being an accurate 
valuation of a man's substance either in lands or goods, and 
that as time went on it became increasingly nominal. The 
very system of assessment and collection employed Was 
sufficient to guarantee this since the Commissioners were, as 
a rule, themselves the leading gentry of the county Who 
24. 
should have borne the main burden of taxation* By the end 
of Elizabeth's reign, according to Dowell, a subsidy had be- 
come virtually a grant-of ýC80,000 as against one of about 
: C1001000 at her accession, to be defrayed by the local 
fiscal unit7 nominally at the rate of 4/- in the ;C on lands, 
or 2/8 in the :C on goods, but in fact according to custom 
24. F. C. Dietz; English Ltblic Final lee , 1558-1641, (N oY. & London, 19ý1) 382 et seqq; S. Dowell; History of, Taxation. ij 155 et seqqe 
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except where death, removal or a serious diminution of estate 
25. 
necessitated a revision of the previous rates of assessment. 
In the later years of Elizabeth's reign2 the unproduct- 
iveness of subsidies was frequently deplored by stqtesmen. 
For example, in 1575 Sir Walter Mildmayl then Chancellor of 
the Exchequer7 said in the House of Commons, "It could not be 
unknown to any how favourable was the taxation of subsidies, 
whereby far less cometh to her majesty's coffers than by the 
law is granted2 a matter now drawn to be so usual that it is 
26. 
hard to be reformed.. " Robert Cecil too7 protested at the 
inadequacy of the Parliamentary grants after the unaccustomed 
27- 
liberality of the Armada year; while Sir Walter Raleigh, 
in a famous speech in the Parliament of 1601, remarked that, 
"Our estqtes that be QO or : C40 in the queen's books are not 
28. 
the hundredth part of our wealth. " 
The detailed study of a particular Subsidy Roll for a 
particular Hundred has suggested to Dr. Tait that it was the 
failure of Subsidy assessments to keep pace with the growing 
wealth of the country and not their actual reduction that must 
have provoked criticism, since Salford Hundred as a whole paid 29. 
more in 1599 and 1600 than) for example, in 1563- But 
perhaps it is dangerous to generalise from evidence relating 
25. Dowell cit. ij 145 & 150. Also 155. 
26. Quoted in Dowell, op. cit. ij 146. 
27. ibid. ij 149. 
28.1bid7 ij 150. 
29. J. Tait: Introduction to, Taxation in Salford Hundred, 
1-524-1802 (Chetham Soc. kibns. j 1924,1=iii) See, esPecl-a-lly 29-30, 
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merely to one Hundred. So marked is the tendency of 
assessments for many Sussex families to decline between 38 
30- 
Henry VIII and 1 Charles I, or even within the Elizabethan 
period, that it may be doubted whether the Commissioners were 
as a rule, as conservative as Dr. Tait imagines. They seem 
not merely to have ignored many rising fortunes, but even, 
on an average2 to have reduced the general liability for 
taxation; and while their assessments may sometimes reflect 
genuine distress and economic hardship 
-V 
it is certain that in 
other cases they are quite misleading. 
Richard Covert Esquire of Slaugham, for example, who was 
assessed at ; ClOO in lands in 38 Henry VIIII 2 Elizabeth and 5 
Elizabeth2 was taxed only at the rate of 100 marks in 14 
Elizabeth, and of f. 60 in 18 Elizabeth, and his son, Sir Walter 
was rated at a mere : C50 in 1-2 Charles I. But, Sir Walter 
left more than 11 manors to his father's 71 and he found the 
means to build an imposing mansion-for himself in about the 
32* 
year 1600 at Slaugham. & 
Striking too is the contradiction between the evidence 
of the Subsidy Bolls and other sources, for the fortunes of 
the Pelhams of Laughton. This family2 according to the 
Inquisitions Post Mortem7 increased its manors from 5 to 12 
30- See Appendix 26. 
31. ibid. 
32. For references, see relevant family history, Section III, 
notes on Subsidy assessments* 
165 
a 
33. 
in tWoý-, generations; its representative, ---in, --, 1580i, Sir Thomas 
Pelham)Twasýassessed eight years-later at : ClOO, -for-the., Armada 34- 
loanjýlthe highest, rate-of assessment then-used in Sussex) 
and histcontinuous prominence in the county, whether4as., --J. P. 7 
ascs. herýff I as Deputy -Iieutenant or County Member . -of,., 35- 
Parliament$-suggests that his-prestige-was'by no means on, 4the 
wane-w ', In, factj- he was. able to afford to build a new mansion 
for himself, Halland Place, which was completed:, in-15951,, 
although- the Pelhams 1 had built themselves the magnif icent 
residence of Laughton Place only some-60 years? -earlier'O. ý-He 
was. -. also able-to purchase himself a-baronetcy in 1611;, toý-e-, 
purchase-the Rape-of-Hastings from the, Earl of Huntingdon; -,. ý 
-in Cuckfieldi and"even and-to build'and endow a-grammarý-school 
tortake over theýmanagement,; ofý; the-estates-ýof his cousin, -, -, - 
Herbert, Pelhamý of -Michaelham, ". whohad'ýf anen into ý siBrious 
finarlcial,, difficulties;,,! ý-Yetii-nthe,, -; - , subsidy, -assessment of Sir 
Nicholas ý Iýelham. in7-38ýHepry, -VITII then -, head qof -, -. this _, 
family, 
was ; C80--in landsjýkvhile thosetoffhis successors'in 14ý 
-2,, 'Charles, -, ý; were at -7f. 
40 Elizabethý -18 Elizabeth and"l 
. 36o 
i "lands. n 
ee an se'ýof -the , , To th is', irist ' des . ýcould'be, added-7 
tho I imilies 
of ý Culpepper,.. of. -Makehurs tj 'Gunter-of Racton `and,, SelwyriýPe 
f 
33,. 
_,,,,,,. 
Se 
, e_Appendix 34. S. A. C., ij 32 et seqq. 
-, history; ", 35- See Section, Pelham, family 
36. See-ýAppendix-, 26, -and relevant family history. 
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of Friston, all of whose subsidy assessments declined over 
the years, though they were increasing their manorial property 
37. 
according to the Inquisitions Post Mortem. 
Apart from this tendency of subsidy assessments to 
decline, - perhaps the most obvious defect of Subsidy Rolls 
as source material for the economic historian, - there are 
other difficulties in making use of them. 
To begin with, while in all a considerable number of 
sixteenth century Subsidy Rolls for the various Rapes of 
Sussex survive, there are very few subsidy years for which 
38. 
complete Rolls are extant, for the entire county. From the 
end of Henry VIIIts reign and to the beginning of Charles Its 
there are only four complete or nearly complete Rolls with 
subsidy assessments and names for the whole county, namely 
those for the years 38 Henry VIII, 2 Elizabeth, 14 Elizabeth 
and 1 Charles. 
39. 
It is fortunate that thesm four are so 
well spaced out chronologically. Individual Subsidy Rolls 
for individual Rapes or for the City of Chichester for other 
Subsidy years have been examined and might be of considerable 
value in tracing the economic history of certain particular 
families which lived in those places, but they are of little 
use in a general study of this kind except in confirming 
trends in assessments. 
I 
37. See notes on subsidy assessments attached to relevant 
family-histories, Section III. 
38. For a list'of Sussex Subsidy Rolls, see P. R. O. Catalogue, 
-, Press 7, Vol-34. Exchf. X. R. 'Subsidy' Rolls. 39'0 --See Appendix 26. 
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Another problem which arises early in using these Rolls 
is whether the only assessments to be noted are those for the 
head of each family or family branch in the Subsidy year in 
question, or whether the assessments of relatives are also 
to be taken into account2 and if so to what degree of kindhip. 
The solution adopted here has been to note the ratings of 
heads of families and of their wives if these are separately 
assessed, or of their sons. Also assessments of widows of 
sometime heads of families are noted. When2 as occasionally 
happened, a relative2 apparently also a guardian2 appears on 
the Subsidy Roll in the place of his ward during the latter's 
minority his assessment is taken to represent that of the 
family. 
. Further, in dealing with some of the more obscure 
families, the usual genealogical problem of identification 
arises, particularly when the family in question was not well 
established in one district and its place of residence is 
uncertain. In such cases and where there is any reasonable 
doubt as to identity, the subsidy assessments which may 
possibly have related to members of any families here under 
review, are not used as evidence but merely noted in the 
family histories in Section III with a query beside theme 
e. g. See notes on Subsidy assessments attached to family histor. V-,,, - of Caryll of Warham, Section 
I 
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There is the difficulty too that, while normally, 
. faidiv, iduals were assessed according either to the estimated 
value of their lands, or of their goods, whichever were the 
41. 
greater, though occasionally also of both simultaneously, 
- sometimes assessments for particular families are for goods 
in one year and lands in another, or sometimes for goods 
throughout, although the family in question undoubtedly owned 
429 
some lands. No attempt has been made here to adopt two 
scales of values for lands or goods, and only assessments on 
lands are noted in Appendix 26, so that families whose chief 
wealth was in the form of moveables do not appear in this 43- 
survey I of Subsidy assessments in a very faVourable light. 
But there are other clues to their wealth which will be 
discussed later. 
Again2 quite apart from the known obstacle that subsidy 
assessments tended to decline during the later sixteenth 
century and early seventeenth centurYt the rates of assessment, 
even for a group of gentry families in one county in any 
single subsidy yeart were not stridtly comparable. For one 
thing, there was the obvious likelihood that subsidy 
Commissioners for the individual Rapes or major divisions of 
the county in question, and perhaps also the Sessors for 
41. e. g. Se 
- 
e, notes on Subsidy assessments of Shelley of 
Michelgrove) Section III. 
42. e. g. See notes on Subsidy assessments of Bartellot, 
Bowyer of Cuckfield, Cowper & Shelley of Patcham, 
Section III. 
43- But assessments on goods appearr, ' in family histories in 
Section III, 
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individual Hundreds2 would under-assess themselves. Further, 
there is every possibility that recusants or suspected 
Catholics were over-assessed. Finallyq there is the 
44* 
difficulty of the separate assessment of the peers. 
In view of all these difficulties it is obvious that 
Subsidy Rolls are Only of very limited, if Of any use, to the 
historian as a means of discovering either the absolute 
contemporary value of the lands held by the head of a family 
in any one subsidy year, or their value relative to those of 
the heads of other families in any one subsidy year, or even 
the trend in the value of a family's lands over a period of 
time covering a number of subsidy years. 
Nevertheless, there appears to be no other source 
within this period which covers anything like the same number 
of families in allj or which has the same continuity over 
several generationst and it may be that, if uAdd with extreme 
caution and compared with that of other sources, the evidence 45. 
of Subsidy Rolls is not entirely worthless. 
44. V. infral/et seqq. 
45. It might have been thought that a simple way of Using the 
Sub$idy Rolls to discover approximately whether the 
Elizabethan office-holding gentry were on the upward or 
downward grade economically between the end of flenry VIIIb 
reign and the beginning of Charles Its-would have been to 
have estimated the total sum levied from all the relevant 
families in each subsidy year between those dates for _ which all the Rolls are available, and to have compared 
it with the total sum paid by the whole county. In this 
way, the liability of this class relative to the liability 
of the county as a whole could have been seen and would 
surely have had some bearing on the facts of the economic 
situation. But, unfortunately, the number of families 
for which assessments exist varies from year to year. Some families, e. g. Churcher, settled in Sussex after 38 
/contdo 
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In the first 
establish what were 
family, as distinct 
the assessments for 
years@ 
This has been 
place, they can at least be used to 
the assessments for the lands of each 
from their absolute value2 relative to 
those of others for individual subsidy 
attempted in the four charts which form 
Appendix 27 and which represent the known assessments on lands 
for all the relevant families for each of the four subsidy 
yearss 38 Henry VIII, 2 Elizabeth, 14 Elizabeth and 1 Charles 
These charts speak for themselves and show how the assessments 
of each family varied relatively to those of the others throughi 
these years. But it is perhaps worth pointing out that in 38 
Henry VIII the highest assessment7 that of Shelley of 
Michelgrove, was at : C400, whereas in 2 Elizabeth the highest 
assessment was one of : E200 on the Gages of Firle, and in 14 
Elizabeth one of ýUOOI again on the Shelleys of Michelgrove, 
while in 1 Charles I the highest assessment was on Covert of 
Slaugham, at the rate of : C50. 
The lowering in the scale of assessments of such 
families as the Shelleys of Michelgrove, the Dawtreys and the 
Gages of Firle, leaps to the eye, - but in view of the general 
decline in the rate of subsidy assessments and the absence of 
reference onntinued. 
Henry VIII. Others, e. g. Jefferay7 had a failure of 
direct male heirs before :1 Charles I. So that such a 
calculation could have very little value. 
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figures for certain families in individual yearsl this 
Appendix does not give the clearest possible interpretation 
of the Subsidy Rolls. 
Therefore7 secondly, and perhaps much more significantly, 
these Rolls may be used to establish the relationship between 
the assessment on the lands of each individual family and the 
average assessment on lands for all the relevant families 
assessed for each subsidy year over a period of subsidy years. 
That is to say, since subsidy assessments tended to decline, 
the only way to establish which families were being assessed 
at relatively higher or lower rates than the others over a 
period of time, is to strike an average rate of assessment 
for each subsidy year for all the relevant families assessed 
in that yearg and then to compare individual assessments with 
ý Ll 
it. In this way it can be seen over a period of years whether. ' I 
a family's assessments were relatively higher or lower from 
time to time. The results-Of this method of computation 
appear in Appendix 26 and are indicated by plus and minus 
signs according to whether the assessments for each familY were 
above or below average for the years in question. 
One of the features of this Appendix which calls for 
comment is the steady decline in the figure for the average 
subsidy assessment from 38 Henry VIII to 1 Charles 
Although the number of families2 excluding peers, for which 
assessments. exist varies only from 36 in 38 Henry VIII to 37 
in 2_Elizabeth, 46 in 14 Elizabeth and 37 in 1 Charles I, - 
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figures which, after all, do not fluctuate to extremes, - the 
average rate of assessment fell from ; e6l, to the nearest 
pound, in 38 Henry VIII, to : E46, in 2 Elizabeth, : C33, in 14 
Elizabeth, and : C14 in 1 Charles I, -a drop of more than 75% 
Hence the decline in the rates of assessment for 
individual families is not to be taken at face value, as for 
example in the case of the family of Covert whose assessments 
dropped from f-100 in lands in 38 Henry VIII to : E5O in lands 
in 1 Charles I, - assessments however which remained, as was 
fitting in their case, above the average throughout. 
interpreting the facts shown by this Appendix, an 
attempt has been made, firstq to work out how many families 
or family branches among those studied and for which assess- 
ments on lands exist in the four selected subsidy years, - 
were assessed at rates above the average or at rates. below it, 
and how many were assessed at rates rising from below average 46: ý to above it over the years7 or declining from above to below* 
Such a method of analysis renders the following results: that, 
of the 87 families or family branches under considerations 47* 
seven should be treated separately as peers, namely thQsb of 
Browne, Viscount Montague) Fitzalan, Earl of A. rundell and 
Howard$ Earl of Arunde17 of Lord Lumley2 of Percy2 Earl of 
46. See Appendix 26. Supplement. 
47- V. infral 147 et seqq. 
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Northumberland and West, Lord De la Warr; - also finally the 
Sackville family of Vlithiam2 though not its related branches, 
as it was ennobled in 1567 and there is only one subsidy 
48* 
assessment for it along with those of other commoners, that of 
38 Henry VIII. Apparently there was no similar assessment in 
49. 
2 Elizabeth. Therefore there are$ at this stage, 80 families 
in all to be considered. Of these, 12 have no assessments on 
lands for any of the four subsidy years here in question; so 
that there are only 68 families for which there are assessments 
Of these, 37 or more than half, were assessed at rates 
consistently below average, and 16 or nearly a quarter, were 
assessed at rates consistently above; of the remainder, 
9 families were as sessed to begin with at rates below average 
and later at rates above, though sometimes they slipped back 50. 
again, and 6 at rates starting above average and later 
falling below it, though some recovered again. 
the These figures are not surprising: the base of 
economic pyramid is bound to be broader than its apex. But 
it should be noted that, in the absence of further figures7 
the classification of some of these families rests on no more 
48. See P. R. O. E. 179/190/225. 
49. See P. R. O. E. 179/190/265 & 266. 
50. E. g. See assessments for Lunsford, also for Bellingham 
of Hangleton & Ford of Harting though the rates for 
the two last recovered a 2nd time. 51. E. g., Parker of Ratton & Morley of Glyndej though the 
latterlIs assessment fell below average again a 2nd 
time'in 1 Charles I. 
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than two or even one subsidy assessment, even though all the 
Rolls for the relevant years have been carefully examined. 
Sometimes the gaps can be explained by non-residence in the 
county2 for example in the case of the family of Churcher for 
which there is no assessment on any of these Rolls before 1 
Charles I and which appears to have settled in Sussex only in 52* 
the latter half of the reign of Elizabeth; sometimes the 
assessments for certain families were on goods in some years, 53- 
as, for example, in the case of the Cowper family; or 
almost throughout, as in the case, of the family of Shelley of 54. 
Patcham, and Lewes. But at other times it is difficult 
to understand why particular names did not appear on the 
Rolls . 
It might, perhaps, be -objected at this point, that ý; 
11 
such a rough-and-ready approximation makes no distinction 
between families assessed at just above or below average and 
those well above or below; that it places too much weight on 
one or two assessments in some cases and that it does not 
throw any light on the trend of subsidy assessments among 
those families whose rates did not cross the line of average 
52' See Section III on family of Churcher. T! 
53: e. g. John Cooper of Dycham in West Harting, Hundred of Jýr' 
Domford, Chichester Rape (sic) was assessed at : C70 in 
goods in 38 Henry VIII. P. R. O. (E. 179/190/225). His 
son was assessed at : C12 in lands in 14 Elizabeth., as Of the, same address. (P. R. O. 179/190/283)- 54. Richard Shelley of Patcham, Whalesbone Hundred (sic), 
Lewes Rape, was assessed at : ElOO in goods in 38 Henry VIN (P. R. O. E*179/190/225); his son, John Shelley, as of I 
/contd 
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assessments in either direction. 
It is true that no attempt is made in the Supplement to 
Appendix 26 to show how near the assessments of some families 
were to the average over the years in question2 but a 
comparison can easily be made by reference to the Appendix 
itself and to the table of average assessments. 
As for the objection that too much emphasis is laid on 
one or two isolated assessments in classifying families2 the 
bracketted figure beside each name entered in the Supplement 
to Appendix 26 shows on how many assessments each particular 
classification is based. 
Finally, a more detailed study of the subsidy assess- 
ments within the Elizabethan period would certainly be 
possible for some of the 87 families or family branches since 
additional Subsidy Rolls for individual Rapes in individual 
55. 
subsidy years have survived. They are helpful in 
confirming suspected trends in assessments for particular 
families between the years selected for study2 and have been 
consulted, but they are too fragmentary to be used 
systematically. The conclusions drawn from the Subsidy Rolls 
footnote continued 
the same2 was assessed at : Z50 in goods in 2 Elizabeth and 
again in 14 Elizabeth (P. R. O. E. 179/190/267 and P. R. O. 
E- 179/190/283)i his grandson, Henry Shelley as of the 
same2 at : E4 in goods in 1 Charles I (P. R. O. E. 179/190/377al 
However2 John Shelley of Whalesbone Hundred2 Lewes Rape, 
was assessed at : C6 in lands in 38- H. VIII*(P. R. O. E. 179 
190/225* 
See P. R, O, Catalogue2 Press 7, Vol-342 Exch. K. R. Subsidy 
Rollse 
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are summarised in a general Appendix on economic trends among 56. 
the families under review. Where the evidence of these 
Rolls seems of little value2 this is indicated. But sometimes 
a piece of fragmentary information from one source acquires 
some value when placed alongside other types of evidence. 
. However, before attempting to interpret the facts 
described in this chapter, perhaps a brief summary should be 
given of the evidence contained in the Subsidy Rolls with 
regard to the peers whose principal residence under Elizabeth 
was in Sussex. 
For nearly all of these, the assessments declined over 
the period covered by the four selected subsidy years, some 
gradually, others precipitously. 
Between the assessment for the first payment of the 57. 
subsidy granted by Parliament in 37 Henry VIII? an assessment 
dated lst March2 37 Henry VIII2 and the assessment for the 
second payment of the subsidy granted by Parliament in 13 
59.6o. 
Elizabeth, an assessment dated October7 14 Elizabeth, - 
the estimated income from lands of the head of the family of 
Fitzalanj Earls of Arundel, had fallen from : el, 966*13*4 to 
f-500. Again, between the assessment for the first payment of 
56. See Appendix 28. 
57. Statutes of the'Realm3(1817)liii, 1019. 
58. P-R-0-i E- 179/69/54. 
59. Statutes--of the Realml(1817), iv, 568. 
60. P-R-O-7F-- 179/69/ý--7-. 
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61. 
the subsidy granted by Parliament in 13 Elizabeth, an 
assessment whose date is unfortunately illegible on the Roll, 
and that for the first payi4ent of the subsidy granted by 62. 
Parliament in 3 Charles I, an assessment dated 5th July, 63- 
4 Charles I, - the estimated income from lands of the head 
of the family of Sackville who was at first Lord Buckhurst 
and later Earl of Dorset, fell from : C5OO to : ClOO. The 
assessment for the head of the family of Browne, Viscounts 64. 
Montague, fell from f-700 in August, 1 Elizabeth, to : C150 in 
July, 4 Charles 1.65. For the head of the family of West, 
Lords De la Warr, it fell from f-600 for the first payment of 66. 
the subsidy on lst March, 37 Henry VIIII to f. 50 on 20th 
March) 5 Charles 1.67. For the head of the family of Howard, 
then Duke of Norfolk and not primarily resident in'Sussex, 68. 
it was, in March, 37 Henry VIIII f-32000) but in July, 4 
Charles I, when the head of the family was Earl of Arundel 69. 
and Earl Marshal of England, it was only Q00. The rate of 
decline in the assessments for the family of Percy whose head 
. 179/ 61. Statutes of the Realmj(1817), ivi568jand P. R. O. E 
69/85. 
62' Statutes of the Realm. (1817), V, 39- 63: P? R. O. E. 178/5941. 
64. it E. 179/69/78. 
65. it E. 178/5941. 
66. E. 179/69/54. 
67. E 179// 
/ý0/143 68. E: 179 9/54. 
69. E. 178/5941* 
-, I 
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was the Earl of Northumberland2 was less startling. For him) 
the assessment in August, 1 Elizabeth was : C666-13.4. and for 70* 
the Countess of Northumberland, Q00. In April, 2 Elizabeth$ 
the date of the assessment for the second payment of the same 
subsidy, which had been granted in 1 Elizabeth the assessment 71. 
for the Earl of Northumberland was only Q50- But in July, 
4 Charles I and March2 5 Charles 12 the assessments for the 72. 
Earl of Northumberland were as high as ; C6OO- 
For Baron Lumley2 the assessments actually rose during 
this period since his income'from lands at the time of both 
the first and second payments of the subsidy granted in 1 73- 
Elizabeth was said tolts : c66-13.4.9 but in 15819 and at all 
subsequent assessments throughout the reign, it was said to 
74. 
be : C100. 
No attempt has been made to correlate these subsidy 
assessments of the Sussex peerage with those of the commoners, 
sincetýe methods by which the respective figures were 
arrived at were totally different. 
75. 
Neither has any attempt 
bben made to evaluate these figures as evidence for the 
economic condition of the peerage since they should Obviously 
he compared with some average scale of assessment among 
the 
peers as a whole for the subsidy years in question. The 
70. P. R. O. E. 179/69/78. 
71. E. 179/69/79. 
72., E. 178/5941) and P. R. O. E. 179/70/142. 
E. 179/69/78 & 79. The income of his wife from landsý 73. 
was said to be : C100 at that date. 
74. P. R. O., E. 179/69/94.1 am grateful to Miss H. Miller for 
all of these figures and for the P. R. O. references except 
/Cor t 
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figures, for what they are worth, must speak for themselves. 
*00009 
It is now time to attempt to summarise the results 
already achieved in studying the economic trends among the 
gentry of Elizabethan Sussex. 
76. 
A chart has been drawn up tabulating the evidence of 
the Inquisitions Post Mortem and the selected Subsidy Rolls 
as to which families appear to have been rising and which 
declining in the scale of landoivmership during this period. 
The Inquisitions Post Mortem, as has already been shoim, have 
been used mainly: br their evidence as to the ownership of 
manors and capital messuages2 and an increase or diminution 
in the number of those held by the successive heads of 
families is taken as evidence of the gain or loss by those 
families of lands in general. The Subsidy Rolls have been 
used, as has also been shown, for the light they throw on 
the relationship between the actual assessments on the lands 
held by each family and the average assessment on the lands 
of all the selected families in the county in each relevant 
subsidy year; it is the ratio between these that is taken 
as evidence of a family's status as landowners - 
fo6t note continued 
for those relating to the assessments for 4 and 5 Charles 
I. 
75. Dietz, Uw-cit- 384. 
76. See Appendix 2L 
I III 
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Examination of the first two columns of the table 
forming Appendix 28, shows that seven families were 
definitely increasing their landed property during the period 
under review since the evidence of Inquisitions Post Mortem 
and of Subsidy Rolls agrees on this point. They, were 
acquiring manor's through the generations studied and their 
subsidy assessments were either above the average or rising 
in relation to it. They were the families of Bishopp, Covert, 
Culpepper of Wakehurst7 Goring of Burton, Lewkenor of West 
Dean, Pelham of Laughton and Selwyn. To these might be 
added the names of Colbrand, Gounter) Palmer of Parham, 
Scott and Stoughton since2 although they were all at sometime 
assessed at Subsidy rates below average, in the case of all 
but the Colbrands and the Gounters this was only on One 
occasion. In any case, that a family should have been 
assessed at a rate below the average is not in itself proof 
that it was not acquiring lands. The evidence of the 
Inquisitions Post Mortem is also quite clear that the familY 
of Sackville of Withi'am was adding to its lands through 
this 
period but) as its head was ennobled in 1567 the evidence of 
the'Subsidy Rolls has not been used. 
Similarly, the same two Columns of Appendix 28 agree 
that the families of Apsley of Pulborough, Caryll of Harting, 
Ernley, Levett) Morley, Onley, Shirley of West Grinstead, 
Thatcher and Wilgoose were losing lands during this period. 
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In triew of the startling evidence of the Inquisitions Post 
Mortem as to the loss of manors by the Gages of Firle and of 
Bentley, it seems obvious that the upward trend in the 
assessments of the Gages of Bentley and the consistently high 
level of those of the Gages of Firle signify something other 
than a marked increase in the value of their lands. The 
fact that they were) along with the Shelleys and the Carylls, 
among the leading Catholic families of the county, may help 
to eXPlain these facts. In fact, where the Inquisitions Post 
Mortem give definite evidence of a trend in landownership, it 
seems that they should be trusted rather than the Subsidy 
Rolls. 
However, fof the main bulk of the selected familiest one 
or other of these two columns shows a blank owing to lack of 
material, or else the evidence is equivocal. 
However, there are other sources to be considered, 
namely the material already examined as to the building of 
77- 
town or country residences during this period, and the 
78* 
figures for sums levied in 1588 or 15851-4 as contributions 71? V 
77- V. supra, llp et seqq. 
78. See T. C. Noble: e 
- L" ýA4-AA --A AUQL %A C& 3 -6-/ V ý.. y 4 CLItkA kol IW (211W Ul I LoO UtLUll ;; UIA 
(1886) See P. -xxx-of Introduction for a discussion of the date of paymentp 
I 
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towards the Armada Loan. Taken by themselves, neither of 
79. 
these two sources is of much value, but set alongside the 
evidence of Inquisitions Post Mortem and of Subsidy Rolls as 
to trends in landownership, they can be helpful. There is 
also much incidental material as to the fortunes of these 
families which is to be found outside the more formal economic 
sources, for example the material in the Hatfield NSS and in 
8o. 
the Star Chamber relating to the kshburnham family. In fact,,, 
all the material examined has been taken into account in 
attempting to establish the trend in the fortune of any 
C 
particular familJý- 
II The results of such a method of comparison are tabulate i 
in the Supplement attached to Appendix 28. There it is 
shown that while both the Inquisitions Post Mortem and the 
subsidy assessments of seven families agree that the amount 
and value of their lands increased during the three gener- 
ations under review, if other evidence is taken into 
25 
considerationý/families and families brancheslor 26 with the 
Sackvilles of Withiam who entered the Peerage in 1567, seem 
to have been prospering during the reign of Elizabeth. Again, 
79. V. supra, 3,1-0 et s eqqj for a discussion of the value Of Elizabethan architecture as evidence for economic 
trends. The figures for the Armada Loan contributions 
are relegant for only one year; also the levy was by 
the Lord Lieutenant of each county and the valuation 
was according not to lands or goods but mcme. ln, - 
to 
what each Lord Lieutenant considered each gentleman 
could be made to pay. 
80. V. infra. , 14*40.2.2.1 
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while the Inquisitions Post Mortem and the Subsidy Rolls 
suggest that nine familiesierej on the aggregate, losing 
lands over this period, if other evidence be adduced, perhaps 
23 were economically on the downgrade during this period. The 
eyidence on which these conclusions are based is admittedly 
fragmentary and difficult to interprett and in some cases 
appearances are misleading. For instance, the Shirleys of 
Wiston were assessed at a consistently high level for two of 
the s, ubsidies under consideration, they built Wiston House in 
the 1570's and contributed i: 100 to the Armada Loan. Yet they 
81. 
met financial disaster during the Elizabethan period. 
Similarly, the Pelhams of Buckstepe who were assessed at 
rates well above the average in 2 Elizabeth and 14 Elizabeth, 
and perhaps built or altered Hendall House in Buckstepe in 
Elizabeth's reign, fell seriously into debt in Herbert 
82. 
Pelham's time. 
There are many families about whom there is insufficient 
material available to classify them either way; among them 
are those whose wealth was chiefly in goods rather than in 
lands. Moreover, some families must have remained at 
relatively much the same economic level throughout the period, 
keeping pace with the times but no more. Indeed, not all 
81* V. infral'2Q8 et seqq. 
82. See Section III. 
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the families classified as "rising") were rising throughout the 
three generations under review. Their fortunes must have 
fluctuated from time to time as did those of families which 
83- 
were2 on the whole, falling in the economic scale. Only 
general trends can be examined here. 
It remains to consider what characteristics, if any, 
the rising and declining families had in common with others 
of the same condition:,, and what factors may have contributed 
to their prosperity or decay. 
83, - V., supral 3LS6-! P& IL, 72ý n-50., 
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CHAPTER 'I 
Occup. a. t-ions and their bearing on the_prosperitv of the Rentrv. 
In the last chapter, an attempt was made to estimate 
which of the families under review appear to have been, on the 
whole, on the upward and which on the downward grade 
economically during the reign of Elizabeth. In doing this, 
it was found impossible, owing to the limitations imposed by 
the sources being used, to deal adequately with the seven 
noble families which otherwise come within the scope of this 
study as being holders of important offices in the county 
under Elizabeth, primarily resident in Sussext and with a 
representative alive in 1580. 
In this chapter it is proposed to make use of the 
conclusions reached in the last as to which gentry families 
appear definitely to have been rising economically and which 
decliningg and to inquire how many of the more fortunate 
appear to have been gaining their wealth from sources other 
than and in addition to landownership. 
le 
It was Mr. Trevor-Roper's thesis that between 1540 and 
1640 fortunes were both made and lost by families belonging 
both to the nobility and to the untitled gentry2 irrespective 
of rank7 but that the more successful members of both the 
1. H*R. Trevor-Roper: "The Gentry2 1540-1640". (Ec. Hist. Rev. 
supp. i). 
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nobility and the "gentry", from the economic point of view, 
were those who made their fortunes not so much from land 
management and the manipulation of leases, as from other 
sources, - for instance, from the tenure of lucrative offices 
under the Crown, or from the practise of the law, or from 
trade. 
To broaden and adapt his argumentg - the sources from 
which it appears likely that the Sussex gentry would have 
derived their, income under Elizabeth2 apart from and in 
addition to the land itself2 seem to have been industry, trade, 
the professions and the tenure of remunerative offices. 
Accordingly, an attempt will be made to find out which families 
appear to have been gaining income from these origins and this 
can best be done by dealing as nearly as possible with one 
generation only7 namely with the individuals who were heads of 
their families in 1580. An enquiry will then be made as to 
which of these gentry families obviously engaging in activities 
other than and in addition to agriculture and estate management 
were among those which were apparently building up fortunes, 
and as to whether any of them were among those which seem to 
I 
have been declining economically. 
Unfortunately however, the enquiry will not be able to 
be taken that far in the case of the seven noble families 
2. 
under review since7 as has been seen; the trend in their 
2. v. supra, 170, 
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individual economic fortunes has not yet been established. 
But it may be of some interest all the same to know which of 
the peers concerned who were alive in 15807 appear to have been 
drawing funds at some stage in their careers from sources 
other than landownership. 
90 
3. 
Apart from farming and estate management) many of the 
Elizabethan gentry in Sussex were engaged directly or 
indirectly in industry. It has been shown 
4. 
that many of the 
families here under review were landowners on a very modest 
scale if the evidence of Inquisiýions Post Mortem may be 
relied on, yet some of these families were by no means 
economically insignificant. 
5. 
For7 as Miss Kaye-Smith reminds 
us in her popular topographical study of the Wealdq this 
district was, during a considerable period, "the industrial 
area, the Black Country of England", 6e 
if such an epithet may 
be applied to the sixteenth century. Camden, in his general 
0 
description of Sussex, says: - 
3. For the importance and some of the particular character- 
istics of agriculture in Sussex bet-vieen 1560 and 16409 see 
S. A. C. XOii 48 et seg; also J. Cornwall, 'The A rarian 
History of 
Aussex, 12 0-1640, (Univ. of Londoný M. A. 
thesis). 
4. 
5. 
0 lp. 
P. RO, U1?. IZc. &O 
supra, 149-ý9 
e. g. John Bowyer of Hartfield, ironmaster according to 
his I. P. M.? held some lands but no manors at his death 
(P. R. O. 142o67Cl96. L-R--S-)x: Lv, 35). His son7 Henry Bowyer of 
Cuckfield, one of the leading ironmasters of Elizabethan Sussex, according to his I. P. M., held one manor and a 
quarter at his death (P. R. O. C'4124ý*, xiv-35)o /contdo 
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I'It gussex-7 has several veins of iron7 and many furnaces for melting it) which consumes great quantities 
of wood every year. Many streams unite in one in 
several places, and a great deal of meadow ground is 
converted into lakes and pools to turn mills which 
move hammers to work iron, whose incessant noise 
night and day echoes all over the neighbourhood. But 
the iron melted here, either from the natural quality 
or management of the metal, is not of the same goodness 
and in general more brittle than the Spanish iron. It 
yields however no small profit to the proprietors of the mines, who cast cannon and other articles in it. 
How far it will be of public utility time must shew. " 7. 
Of the local industries of Elizabethan Sussex, the most 
prominent-was indubitably the iron industry. It was, except 
for farming? the oldest and most continuous in the Weald, 
going back at least as far as Roman timest though the peak 8. 
centuries were the sixteenth and seventeenth. During the 
middle ages the industry had apparently declined and wqs 
conducted on a somewhat limited and really a domestic scale by 
a few landowners, but towards the close of the fifteenth 
century a new process of iron smelting was introduced from the 
continent involving the use of blast furnaces -a process 
best adapted for the production of cast iron whose chief use 9. 
at that time was in the manufacture of shot or cannon, * 
eference continued 
The grandson, Sir Henry Bowyerj. held t his death two 
-35) quarter shares of manors (P. R. 0 C/lA-173; S. R. S. Xiv 
S. Kaye-Smith: The Weald of Kent and Sussexs T (1953)1 P-142- 
7- W- Camden: Brittania, ed. Richard Gough7 (1806), 1,267. 
8. E. Straker: Wealden Iron, (1931)2 Preface, pp. vi-vii. 
ibid. 9 ch, 5. 
189 
In view of the frequent threats if not of the reality of war 
3m Tudor times2 such a development was bound to be very 
important. The first casting of iron cannon in England took 
10. 
place in Buxsted in Sussex in 15431 though shot had been 
11. 
produced on a limited scale in Sussex before. Undoubtedly 
a great impetus to the manufacture of cqinon and shot in 
Sussex in the sixteenth century was the loss of Calais in 
1558, the main arsenal of England in continental wars in the 
12. 
early Tudor period. After that, the casting of cannon in 
Sussex became of first rate importance both industrially and 
militarily. 
k 
Mr. Straker surmises that it was owing to his fears 
that the products of this industry might be falling into 
unfriendly hands that 11alSingham, who was appointed Secretary 
of State on 20th December) 1573) caused the most complete 
record of the Wealden iron industry that we have to be 
compiled. 
13- 
Straker suggests that it was he who caused 
complaints to be made to the Privy Council about the existing 
10. ibid. ) 48. 
ibid., loc-cit. August, 1513, John Bowyer of ý'Hatfieldll 
(s ic, i. e. Ha'rtfield) was producing "gunstones". He 
was the father of the great Elizabethan ironmaster, 
Henry Bowyer of Cuckfield. 
12. ibid. ) 48 & 50. 
13. OP-cit- 53* 
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conduct of the Wealden iron industry so that the Council 
might order an investigation into the matter, and su=on 
individual ironmasters and owners of forges and furnaces 
before it. Whether such complaints were indeed engineered 
we do not know, but the council could have intervened without 
them and in any case one at least of the protests referred 
to by Straker is apparently dated after the Privy Council 
14. 
had taken action. 
The situation was as follows; in January, 1574, one 
Ralph Hogge, to whom the Queen had granted a patent to 
Provide her with cannon and shot at a specially low rate) 
apparently on condition that he sold no ordnance to "any 
stranger" without special permission of the Queents Master 
of Ordnance, wrote a letter of complaint to the Privy Council 
saying that his patent had been and was being infringed. 
His monopoly, in fact, was breaking do=2 for "ther is so 
maynie furnesses that nowe of late yeares have ther owne 
trade of casting Sowes for ma iking of yron and caryd them to 
the seay syd to divers and sundry places .. and when they 
are in the sey they go into France and into Flanders with 
16. 
them without any lycence at all. " 
11 
14. S. P. Dom. Eliz. Vol-95, no. 20. Complaint of Christopher Baker about the conduct of the Wealden iron idustry, dated in Cal-S. P. D. 1 474, as Feb (15), 1574. 80 9 AlsojS. P. Dom. Eliz. Vo 21, a list of the offending ironworks7 signed by Baker, is dated 15 Feb., 1574. The Privy Council, s summons to individuals connected with the industry to appear before it was dated 3 Feb., 1573/4 See-A. P,, C -186) 
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He pointed out thatq under pretence of carrying ordnance by 
sea from one English port to another, ships were sailing 
regularly for foreign ports carrying cannon and shot without 
any licences, and that this illegal traffic was on the 
increase. "There is above 41000 tonnes cast yearlyý and all 
thes will not be sold nor bought to remaine within the 
Realme, and yf ther be not order taiken, ther is mor about to 
sett upiorkes to cast gonnes both here and Wayelles and they 
being cast will mayke saill one way or other, ether by lawfull 
17. 
meanes or by stelth. " 
A further series of criticisms came from one Christopher 
Baker who deplored the great consumption of timber caused by 
18. 
the industry, also the decay of tillage and ruin oft 'the 
15. S. P. Dom. Eliz. Vol-95-no. 16. 
16. ibid, * 
17. ibid. 
.1 18. The danger to the local supplies of timber which were 
used for charcoal, the form of fuel used in the Wealden 
iron industry in the sixteenth century, was recognised 
at an early date. A Statute of Henry VIIIts reign7 (33H. VIII7c. 6)7 had ordered that in the felling of 
underwood of 24 years' growth and under, there should be 
left in every acre "twelve standels or stores of oak"; 
also that no wood of larger than two acres was to be 
rubbed up for tillage. Again, a Statute of 1 Elizabeth2 
1 Eliz. c-15,1558/9)7 forbade the felling of timber 
"to make coals for the making of iron". But both of these Acts specially excepted "Places known to be within 
the Wilds of Kent2 Surrey or Sussex', so that they carried little weight. (See Straker, o-p. cit., ch. 14).. The life 
of any Particular furnace was-limited by the surrounding fuel as it was uneconomic to bring wood and charcoal from *afar and the industry as a whole was therefore very dependent On local supplies of timber, 
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highways for which he likewise held it responsible, and who, 
like Hogge2 emphasised the dangers of allowing the sale of 
ordnance to foreigners. 
19. 
He concluded: - 
"I do think that this commoditie of Ordinance that is 
made within this realm and already sold will turn to a discommoditie when time of service shall require them. That it. may please your lordships to consider that this 
Ordinance making is a commodity to a few and a discomm6dity to the whole commonwealth. 'And no merchandise 
for only private subject to deal withal but more meeter 
for the prince only. 
The premisses considered of your lordships I have 
thought it my duty to signify you the same that unless 
speedy remedy be provided in these respect ther shall 
not be timber sufficient to be had within these few 
years for her majesty to build any ships or otherwise. " 
It may have been as the result of such complaints7 which 
Straker suspects were inspired2 that at a Cbuncil held at 
Hampton Court on 3rd February, 1574, a "placard" was issued 
to "Richard Pedley2 one of the messengers of the Chamber, to 
Warne and commaunde certein whose names are underwritten$ 
with convenient hast, to repaire hither, being soche as were 
20. 
makers of iron pieces to be transported over the seas-" 
Apart from the list of individual ironmasters or owners 
of ironworks summoned before the Council by Pedley, which will 
be referred to again presently, a number of copies have also 
survived of a list drawn up, apparently in February 15742 of 
19. B. M. Stowe IIS-570 f 103; See also S. P. Dom. Eliz. vol-25. 
no. 20. (M-An Bal. A. P: D. 1274-15 1474, Feb. (15) 1574)o 
20. A. P. C. 1571-ý, also for the list of those summoned before the Coum;. Ll, see S-P. Dom. Eliz., vol . 95. no. 61, (Dt. in Cal. S. P. D., l2! Z-'-EQ, 475)l6 March, 1574). 
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the various forges and furnaces then existing in the Weald 
whether in Kent, Surrey or Sussex, and of their owners and 21. 
operators. These copies, while varying slightly as to the 
spelling of proper names7 together form an invaluable source 
showing which Sussex families in 1574 were operating or 
leasing out forges and furnaces. According to Mr. Straker 
who examined them minutely and collated them, they include 
between them practically every establishment then in existence 
in the Weald, whether great or small. In a112 he finds some 
98 or 100 works mentioned. Pedley summoned the owners of 77 
22. 
of these to appear before the Council, in all 58 persons. 
The great noblemen2and Sir Thomas Gresham apparently took no 
notice of the siimmons7 and some of the persons warned were 23. 
unable to appear and are noted as being "very sick". But in 
any case we do Imow that bonds were taken of a number of 
ironmasters in February and March, 1574, that they would not 
found or sell iron ordnance without a licence from the Queen 
24. 
on pain of a fine of ý: 21000- 
Precisely how the various 1574 lists of Wealden 
ironmasters wereampiled we do not know but, as Straker says, 
21. B. M. Stowe MS. 570if-103 and f. 104; S. P. Dom. Eliz. vol-95, ' 
no. 209(dt-in Cal. S. P. D. 1547-180,7; 4,,,,, (lý) Feb. 1574) and 
no 21 dt. 15 Feb., 1574; S. P. D9 -, vol. 
117. no-39 
(dt. in Cal. S. P. D. 1 L42-'80,363, '-, '%OV'1517,, but apparently 
another copy of S. P. Dom. Ejjz. vol-ýý., no. 20. ) 
22. Straker, op. cit., 
dt. 16 March, 1574. 
23- Straker, o-p. cit,, 24. S -P. Dom. b;. Iiz. Vol 
- -. ý, "-I -- ý-, II 
56-7 ; S. P. Dom. Eliz. vol. 95. no. 61.1 
57-18; S. P. Dom. Eliz. Vol-95-no. 61 dorse. 
95, nos. 22-60 6 
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"It may be surmised that he Zqlalsingham7 had amongst his 
-records full information as to the Wealden ironworks and the 
importance of prevent 
2Y. 
the falling into Spanish hands of 
the cannon produced. " Unfortunately no sources have been 
discovered which show precisely how much individual Sussex 
ironmasters were making out of this industry, but it is 
evident that both'Hogge and Baker considered that many 
ironmasters were doing themselves well. 
267 
Camden seems to 
27- 
have been of the same opinion* 
1, ýU Appendix has been drawn up showing which of the 
heads of families under review appear to have either owned 
or operated forges or furnaces in the Weald in or about 
1574.28. The sources that have been used for this are the 
1574 lists already described, 
29. 
supplemented by information 
1 
I 
ý ý` I 
compiled by Straker in Part II of his study2 and by informatim 
found in the Sussex Archaeological Collections. Froig this 
it will be seen that as many as 19 heads of families out of a 
total of 87 under review, or nearly a quarter of the total, 
30-ý 
il 
owned forges or furnaces at that time in the Weald, and as 
many as 7 operated them for others, tio-of these individuals 
apparently not owning ironworks themselves. 11hether or not 
25. OP-cit-, 53. 
26. S. P. Dom. Eliz., Vol. 9'5, nos. 16 and 20. 27- V-Supra, 156. 
28. Appendix 29. 
29. B. M. Stowe MS. 570iff-103 &- 104; S. P. Dom. Eliz. Vol. 95-nos 
20 & 21; S. P. Dom. Eliz. Vol. 117. no-39; S. P. Dom. Eliz. Vol-95- 
no. 61. 
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all of these ironworks were owned or operated by families 
which seem to have been making their fortunes at this period 
will be considered later. For the present however, it is 
clear that a considerable number of gentry families of 
Elizabethan Sussex had interests in the iron industry, 
including the noble families of Browne2 Viscounts Montague, 
Howard2 Dukes of Norfolk, Percy, Earls of Northumberland, and 
Sackville, eventually Earls of Dorset. 
Another industry which was carried on in Elizabethan 
Sussex and which the local gentry might have been expected 
to have busied themselves in was that of glassmaking. As 
Camden says: - 
"Nor are glass houses wanting here5 but the glass 
-which they make, either from the quality or method of melting it, is less pure and transparent) and 
fit only for common use. u 31. 
From the beginning of the thirteenth century to the end 
of the sixteenth, the forest region of North West Sussex and 
South West Surrey was the leading glass making centre of the 
kingdom. 
32. 
After the end of the Roman occupation2 the art of 
glass making seems to have been forgotten in Britiinn and the 
various attempts to re-introduce it in Anglo-Saxon times to 
have had no permanent results. So that It was virtually a new 
30- Anthony Morley7 the ironmaster, is included in this 
figure though his father was alive until 1597. John 
Caryll of Warnham, is not included as he does not ap ear 
to have managed any ironworks before 1601. (V. App. 295. 
31. Camdensop-cit., 1 267 
32. S. E. Winbolt: Lleiiaen*Glass (1933), 1-2. 
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art which was introduced by the French glass-makers who came 
to settle in Surrey and Sussex at the beginning of the 33- 
thirteenth century. 
However, by the middle of the sixteenth century, the 
industry was in a state of declineq partly because of the 
competition of the Wealden iron industry for wood fuel 
Supplies and for water power, and partly because of the 
increasing competition of foreign glass from Germany, the 
Netherlands and Venice. 
34. 
A temporary revival of the 
industry took place when civil war broke out in the Netherlands 
and refugees with a knowledge of the craft came to settle 
in this country. Their leader, one Jeqn Carre", a Beming from 
Antwerp which, after Venice, was the most important glass 
making centre in Europe, obtained a monopoly in 1567 for the 
manufacture of glass for glazing on condition that certain 
royalties were paid and that the craft was to be taught to a 
35. 
certain number of Englishmen. But this last condition does 
not seem to have suited Carroe; in fact he seems to have aimed 
at fletablishing a complete monopoly of the English glass 
industry. For the manufacture of finer glass used for 
drinking vessels he imported Venetians who specialised in 
this branch of the industry and whom he employed at his works 
33. OD. cit 6. 
34. QD-. cit: 211-12. 
35- OD-cit., 13. 
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36* 
at the Crutched Friars in London. One of these, Verzelinip 
in 1575, three years after Carie's death2 obtained a monopoly 
for the making of finer glass for drinking and other vessels7 
a monopoly which hit the Sussex manufacturers very hard. 
Meanwhile, the Surrey-Sussex branch of the industry continued 
to decline. The alien manufacturers steadfastly refused to 
teach their art to Englishmen and became increasingly 
37- 
unpopular. Despite what must have been a tremendous 
demand for window glass at that time in view of all the 
building then under way, the glass makers of Sussex were 
fighting a losing battle with the ironmasters for access to 
local fuel supplies. t'Glass was a luxury, iron a necessity; 
for, with the Spanish trouble in the offing, the cry was for 
guns and more guns for the navy. Iron Wa6 a better payint 
proposition and influential English ironmasters were jealous 
of, and indignant against the 'foreigners' who put their fuel 
38- 
supply in jeopardy. " Consequently the glass makers trekked 
westwards into Hampshire, and later to the Forest of Dean 
where the manufacture of glass by means of coal-power was 
39. 
eventually developed. 
It appears therefore that the glass industry can have 
had little bearing on the fortunes of the Elizabethan gentry 
36.013. cit. 2 15. 37- See-op. cit. 2 18, for the 1574 "Petworth plot" to rob 
and murder a number of French glass makers and burn 
down their houses. 
38. Op-cit. 218. 39. Op-cit-2 16-19 
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of Sussex one way or the other. The industry was virtually 
a monopoly in the hands of foreigners though it is possible 
that there may have been unrecorded dnstarices of gentry 
embarking on this enterprise after the departure of the 
aliens. An example- of this is found in Kent, for it is known 
that glass was made at Knole in Sevenoaks in about 1585-17 by 
one John Lennard, a gentleman and lessee of Knole which was 
the Property of Thomas Sackville, Lord Buckhurst. 
40. 
Again, 
the site of a glass house probably dating betieen 1550 and 
1610 was found in Petworth Park, but no written records of it 
have been discovered. Ilhether the Percies, Earls of 
41. 
Northumberland2 had an interest in the industry is not knowns 
It is perhaps significant that in his petition of 1589, one 
George Longe estimated the total number of glasshouses in all 
42. 
England at no more than fifteen. 
With regard to other lesser local industries conducted 
on a small scale such as the cloth industry or the making of 
pottery, little is Imoim and no sources have been found to 
indicate that they had any important bearing on the prosperity 
of the Elizabethan gentry in Sussex. 
00*000 
40. OD. cit. 22. 
41. OD. Cit. )50. 42. B. M. -Lansd. IIS. 59. f. 72. 
4-.. ,, 
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As regards tradeq casual evidence has not suggested 
that any of the selected Sussex gentry who were alive and 
heads of families in 1580 were making regular incomes from it, 
at least after they had settled in the county. There are 
examples of Sussex gentlemen) of the first generation as it 
were, whose fathers had been citizens of London and had 
carried on business there. For instanceg Thomas Bowyer 
Esquire of Leythorne in North Mundham was the son of Thomas 
Bowyer, citizen and "grocer" of London, who had made and lost 
a fortune in his business before his death in 1558, and who 
urged his son to enter the legal profession since "groceryu, 43- 
was too hazardous an occupation. Again, Robert Casie of 
Runcton in North Mundham, another lawyer, was also the son 
of a citizen and "grocer" of London) one George Casie7 who 
had married Jane Bowyer; daughter of Thomas Bowyer, the 
"grocer". Thus Robert Casie was the nephew of Thomas Bowyer 
44. 
Esquire of Leythorne. But though both of these gentlemen- 
lawyers were of mercantile families) there is no evidence thqt 
either of them had any regular commercial dealings after they 
settled in the county* 
Giles Garton of Woollavington was also descended from a 
43- V. Section III; also S. A. C. lXiV) 105- 
II 
vI 
44. V. Section III. 
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45. 
commercial family. His grandfather was Thomas Garton of 
London, merchant, and Giles himself, the younger son of a 
younger son2 had sometime been a resident of the parish of St. 
Margaret's, New Fish Street in London, and was an "ironmonger" 
and citizen of London. In 1578, Gilesq with his elder 
brother Francis, who was already settled at Billingshurst in 
Sussex, bought the manor of Woollavington from Lord Lumley 
for : E41000, and shortly afterwards began to build a large 
mansion-house there. There is no clear evidence that Giles 
carried on his Itironmongeryll-business after he had bought 
Woollavington manor2 though his family seems, on the whole, 
to have remained connected with the City rather than to have 
forged new links with other Sussex gentry. Giles Garton's 
first wife, Catherine7 was the daughter of William Pennyfather, 
a London ironmonger, and his second, Margaret, was the widow 
of one Richard Goddard2 alderman of London. Of Gilest 
children, his eldest so*, Peter, it is true, settled down as 
a country gentleman at Woollavington, became a J. P. in 1601, 
and was knighted in 1604. He married into the Sussect family 
of Shurley of Isfield which no doubt strengthened his position 
in the county. The second son) William, however) became a 
citizen of London and several of his sitters and his younger 
45. V. Section III. 
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half-brother, Giles7 married into London mercantile families. 
Eýizabeth Garton, for instance, married Francis Dent, a 
Ifsalter'l of Iondon, in 16017 and Beatrice married John Poole7 
alderman of London in the same year. Ann had married Andrew 
Boome, an "ironmonger" in 1584) and Katherine7 another 
46* 
"ironmonger" of London, James Atkins, in 1583- 
So far as foreign or other sea-borne trade is concerned, 
to make sure that none of the gentry here under consideration 
was regularly exporting or importing merchandise would 
involve a thorough examination of all the port books for the 
reign2 at least for the port of Chichester and its subsidiary 
ports7 and perhaps also for the ports of London and South- 
hampton. This has not been attempted but the casual 
investigation of individual port books for Chichester for a 
number of years has not brought to light the names of any 
relevant Sussex g6ntry as ecporters or importers of 
merchandise. 
IS "S ISS 
Of the relevant Sussex gentry who were alive in 1580 
and then heads of families, it cannot with certainty be said 
precisely how many were ever practising lawyers since the 
46. See Section III, relevant family history. 
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11 1 
records are imperfect. The Inns of Court Admission Registers, 
while giving ample information as to the names of gentlemen 
admitted therelbr study, do not, for this period7 give full 
Particulars even as to which of these were called to the Bar. 
For the reign of Elizabeth, the Admission Register of Grayls 
Inn is silent on the subject2 and in the case of the Inner 
Temple2 the earliest calls to the Bar which are noted are for 
the year 1568.47. in the Admission Register of the Middle 
Temple, no calls to the Bar are recorded before 26th June, 
1574) and in that of Lincolnts Inn, the first specific mention 
of a member having been a barrister concerns James Carye of 
48. 
Devon who was admitted 7th November2 1573- The Calendar 
of Inner Temple Records, the Pension Book of Gray's Inn, the 
Black Books of Lincoln's Inn and the Minutes of Parliament 
of the Middle Temple give some information as to calls, but in 
several instances-omit any reference to them for members who 
49. 
later became prominent lawyers. Thus, for those who began 
their careers early in the reign, it is, as a rule, only the 
more prominent members of the Inns2 for instance2 those who 
became Benchers, Serje. ants-at-law or Judges, - and are noted 
as such, who can safely be described as having been 
practising lawyers. Lesser men may have been called and 
Af7 
Zfe Students-adMitted to the I-nner Temple, 154Z-1660, (1877), 29 & 30-- 
48 Middle T mple Admission Regis r, i, 1501-1781_, ed. H. A. C. 
Sturgess, (1949), Foreword; Lincoln's Inn Admissions 
iql420- (1896)180. 
49. See Appendices 18 and 30. 
u6H 
Tfilý, JEi, 'i"ERAY lwlui4UIIý, iýT in Chiddingly parish church, 1612. 
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perhaps even prac-Uised in the courts but they are, riot 
necessarily specified in the records of the inns. 
Of the Sussex -, -entry here under cons id eration , several 
becE? ý. --ie Jud, es nanac-ly ý7ir ý'dward Fenner of the 1ýiddle Temple, 
wlho7 after building up a larLe -. practice, was a-, - ppointed Judge 
of ýueents Bench on 26th May, 1590; 3'ir 'Rich, --ird Lewkenor, 
also of t-"-je hiddle Temple, w',. o, --fter becoming Recorder of 
Chichester in 1588, was a(, ', 'ýOLnted Chief Justice of Chester 
in 1600; Sir John Jefferay of Gr, ýyls Inn who w, -.,. s pp"pointed 
J ---e of lueen's Eencl on l5th . ayj 1576; and 
Sir 3dmund ud,,, I 
Pelham who was appointed Chief Daron of the 3, xchequer in 
IiC, dle Temple Ireland in 160. ', 
-ý. I. Lenry 
Barkeley, , perl:, aps of the 1,1 
and a D. C. L. of Oxford. Unitvei---sity, became a 1,1aster in 
Chancery in 1575. 
In addition to these, at leac. t four an6 Poss-ihlY six 
other gentry of tl-. e 11180 generation appear to have been 
practising lawyers of some standing: Adrian Stoughton of the 
Inner Temple who became Recorder of Chichester, Thomas Bowyer 
and Robert Casie of the 1. "Liddle Temple, aný. John -'-hurley of 
Lewes of the same Inn, who became a serjeant-rat-law, and 
perhaps Sir Edward Culpepper of Wakehurstj as , ýiell as 
John 
Porter of Cuckfield who may have been a lawyer of Lincoln's 
Inn. 
50. 
5(). See Appendix 30 o 
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I 
Thus, of a total of 87 heads of families or branches of 
families living in 1580, seven of whom were peers2 at least 
nine were lawyers of some note. 
With regard to other professions7 nothing can be said 
here for lack of information. Perhaps there is nothing to 
say because none of the Sussex gentry concerned belonged to 
them. In their article, "An Occupational Census of the 51. 
Seventeenth Century, " A. J. and R. H. Tawney, following the 
reprint of a manuscript which had been compiled under the 
direction of John Smith of Nibley in the'early seventeenth 
century, and which was really an edition of the Muster Roll 
for Gloucestershire for 1608 with the occupations of those 
listed noted beside their names2 placed the 430 knights, 
esquires and gentlemen of the county, the 38 professional 52* 
men and the 21 officials, in separate categories. The 38 
professional men consisted of 5 chi rurgeons or surgeons) 
2 physicians2l toothdrawer2 6 schoolmasters, 1 usher2 
scholar, 2 barristers, 1 attorney-at-law2 3 clergymen, 
scriveners, 9 musicians, 1 drummer and 1 harper. It has been 
seen that the Elizabethan gentry of Sussex contributed 
liberally to the legal profession but it is doubtful whether) 
had a counterpart to John Smith of Nibley edited a similar 
51. Econ. Hist. Rev., 1934-45 r. no. 12 25 et seqq. 
52. ibid. $ 612 & 63, n. 30& n*31. 
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Huster Roll for Sussex for 1580, he would have shown many of 
them, sons and brothers excluded, represented in these other 53- 
interesting walks of life. 
The 21 officials who are also listed as distinct: ft-om 
the gentry of Gloucestershire in 1608, range from 2 mayors down 54. 
to 1 bellman. No important Crown offices are mentioned. 
But it is with these that we are mainly concerned here 
because they tended to be shared out among the nobility and 
55. 
gentry and because it has been maintaited that they were 
one of the main economic pillars supporting this class. 
.SSS 
To what precise extent the gentry of Elizabethan 
Sussex derived their livelihood from the tenure of offices 
under the Crown it would be a hazardous matter to estimate. 
The nominal salary attached to an office was very often so 
much less than the profits and perquisites pertaining to it 
that even official Exchequer records of salaries disbursed, 
where they exist7 are of questionable value. Again) 
information as to the names of office-holders under the Crown 
is very scattered and has to be culled from a variety of 
sources. New sources are continually being found. 
56* 
Concerning the Possible activities of the 430 knightsý 
esquires and gentlemený this article says practically 
nothing. It says that it is not even known what 
proportion of these were directly engaged in farming, OR-cit. 50. 
54. OR. 63) 
footnotes continued 
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The main sources) apart from such secondary authorities 
as the Diction ary of National BiograPhy. and G. E. Cls Complete 
Pe-er, q. Ze. 3. which have been used to discover which of the gentry 
who were alive in 1580 and heads of the families under review 
held offices under the Crown during the reign of Elizabeth, 
are described in Appendix 31. This Appendix also gives the 
resulting list of names and of positions held. 
The overwhelming impression given by the information 
there collectdd is that the more valuable Crown offices, as 
well as many of lesser value, tended to be monopolised. by 
the leading men in the county, more especially the peers. 
All of the peers under consideration, with the exception of 
Philip Howard2 Earl of Arunde17 the son of the Duke of Norfolk 
who was attainted and executed in 1572, who became a 
Catholic, were granted an office of some kind with an 
emolument attached, sometimes the Keepership of a park or 
of a castle7 sometimes the bailiwick of a Hundred or the 
stewardshiP of an Honour or even of a number of royal manors 7 
and such appointments were very frequently made for life. 
55. H. R. Trevor-Roper: "The Gentry, 1540-1640". (Ec. Hi 
Rev. SuPPA, 10 et seqq). 
56. For instance, I am grateful to Mr. R. Gabriel for his 
reference, P-R-0-7 E. 315/309, a book containing names 
of holders of stewardships of royal manors, bailiwicks 
of Hundreds etc. in the reign of Elizabeth7 and 
describing in detail) county by county and year by year 
_, 
from 2 Eliz. onwards) the grants of these offices and 
the fees attached to them. 
', N il 
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Just how much was meant by that term when the political 
weather became stormy for the office-holder in question is 
open to enquiry. The issue was raised with regard to the 8th 'i 
Earl of Northumberland's tenure of the Keepership of Tynemouth 
and Norham Castles, offices which were granted to him during 
pleasure in December, 1560,57. and for life in May, 1571, 
but which the Queen subsequently required him to relinquish. 
In a rather pathetic letter, probably dated 1584, the year 
of his second arrest and imprisonment) the Earl e? cplained why 
he had refused to give up the keys of Tynemouth Castle to 
the newly appointed office-holder. It was) he said7 because 
of the great importance of, the office to him as his main 
source of income. He reminded the Queen that he had 
resigned Norham Castle to Lord Hunsdon at her bidding, the 
Keepership of which was worth C-400 a year, and which had 
59. 
cost him a great deal not long before. Apparently his 
protest had some effect since his son held the office in 6o. 
November, 1591. 
Evidently the tenure of valuable offices was closely 
connected with, if not entirely conditional on the enjoyment 
of the Queen's fqvour. VIhOn Henry Fitzalang Earl of Arundell 
57. Cal of Pat. - 
Rolls-, 15-69=13,11- 
58. PIR. O. YIS. Cal of Pat. RollS 1-16 Eliz. f. 270b. 59. Cal. S. P. D. Ad4enda, 1- -162 134-5. 6o. Cal. S. P. D. 1ý91-1-41128# 
01 
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fell from grace in 1564 he felt it incumbent on him to resign 
his stewardship of the Royal Household to which he had been 61. 
appointed only four years earlier2 much as he must have 
prized this position. And, as one would expect2 the man out 
of all Sussex who seems to have reaped the richest harvest 
for himself in this field was Thomas Sackville2 Lord BucIdiurst, 
the Queen's cousin. From the day when he) with his father 
Sir Richard Sackville, was appointed Master Forester of 62. 
Ashdown Forest for life on 12th February, 1561, until May 
15th, 1599, when he was granted the office of Lord Treasurer 
in succession to Burghley, 
63- 
he climbed steadily up the 
ladder of administrative advancement collecting stewardships 149 
bailiwicks and lordships as he went. 
The only two untitled Sussex gentry here under review 
to obtain important public office during the reign were George 
Goring of Ovingdean who2 in July, 15842 was appointed 
Receiver General of the'Court of Wards, 
65. 
and Sir Thomas 
Shirley of Wiston who was appointed in February, 1587, to be 66. 
Treasurer at War to the English army serving in the Netherlands, ýý 
'I 
Both of these gentlemen came financially to grief - 11 
61. See Appendix 31. 
62. R. Somerville: Duchy of-Lanc@, ster3 13 12-62-160-13(1953), 621 '41 63. 
-Cal. 
S. P. D. s 1528ý16011194. 64. See Appendix 31. 
65. P. R. O. MS Cal. of Pat. Rolls, 26 Eliz. f. 5. 66. P. R. O. IýS Cal. Pat. Rolls, 30 Eliz. f. 13b; Signet Office 
Docquett! 3 I, P. R. O. Indp%-: 6800, f-113; Cal-S. P. D. 1ý81-190, ' 663. 
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Sir Thomas Shirley who had accompanied the Earl of 
Leicester to the Low Countries with troops of his own raising 
in 1585) 
67- 
and who probably obtained his position on 27 
February, 1587, through Leicesterts influence7 began soon 
afterwards to amass a fortune by speculation with the money 68. 
granted'for the payment of the armed forces. According to 69. 
Cruickshank, Shirley was reported at one time to be making 
: C161000 a year over and above his salary by speculating with 
the soldierst pay or selling'concessions to victuallers or in 
general using the Queents money to carry on the business of a 
money-lender. 
In 1591, the Queen qppointed a commission to enquire 
70. 
into his pecuniary position) but he continued to hold the 
office and was also Treasurer of the forces serving in France 
from 1591 on. 
71. 
But there were many complaints about his 
,I 
discharge of his duties, some of which he replied to in a 
71. 
letter of 23 May, 1595. He denied that he was making 
f-3,000 a year out of his job, saying his allowance from the 
67. 
68* 
69. 
70. 
71. 
.4 
D. N. B. For Shirleyls close friendship with Leicester, 0A - see B. M. Cotton MSS. Galba, C. ix. f. 120 et seqq-j 
136. 
F. C. Dietz: English Public Finance. 1558-164 252 et 
seqq. Leics. Arch. Soc. Trans. xxi 7; C. G. qruickshaný 
Cal"I'S'Ur 15914J4,1541771373) Elizabeth's Army, (ý. 9ý16)_ I- Ff. T. 
10c. cit. -,,; -P-n.. 1ý25-17,44 D. N. B. - 
-t 7) 44. 
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Queen was only : Cl a day; and in reply to the criticism that he 
had purchased much land since he had held the office he said 
that he had always been a great buyer and seller of land and 
was merely continuing his usual practice and in quite a 
regular fashion. And as for the observation that he was 
always in England instead of abroad attending to his duties, 
he replied that he could discharge them better at home, being 
in closer touch with the Council. 
It is true that Shirley was busy purchasing property 
early in the 1590's. For example, in 1591 we find him 
buying a manor of about 11100 acres in Leicestershire from 
72. 
the Earl of Essex, and in 1593 he bought property from the 
Pellatt family in Sussex. 
73- 
And, in 15922 he attempted, 
j4 
;9V 
.x 
unsuccessfully, to purchase the office of Comptroller of the 
74. 
Household through Burghley for : C5OO2 perhaps a sign that 
by then he needed to supplement his income. 
His debts steadily mounted. The sums he was handling 
were enormous and his own involvement became ever more 
inescapeable. His position became impossible. By March, 1596 75. 
it was reported that he owed the Queen more than he was worth, 
and on 21st March, 1597, Shirley went bankrupt. 
76. 
His 
liabilities consisted chiefly of heavy debts to the Crown 
72. Leics. Arch. Soc. Trsns xxiv, 51. 73- xxxviii I ill, & -Tj-ý'. 74. S. P. 12/242, f*500 
75- D. N_. B. 
76. Dietz; loc. cit. 
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represented by the wages and diets of the troops for which 
he had received the money but which he had not paid, and also 
of huge balances in his hands which he could not account for 
Altogether, during his Treasureship, there was issued to him 
f-'1,399,540 for military purposes on the Continent7 and the 
defalcations which were debited against him amounted to 
77. 
: C120 1000. 
The catastrophe was followed by charges of peculation 
early in 15972 and in the course of the subsequent enquiries, 78., - 
others were implicated besides Shirley himself. Finally, 
in March, 16042 Shirley was arrested for debt and imprisoned 
in the Fleet though he was then M. P. for Steyning, a fact 
which caused the House of Commons to raise the question of 
privilege and champion it with such zeal that eventually 79- 
Shirley was released and took his seat. 
However, he was obliged to sell much ancient familY 
property both in Sussex and elsewhere in a forlorn attempt 
to meet his debts, retaining only Wiston itself which he 
settled on his wife. 
80. 
In October, 1612, he died heavily in 
debt. 
81. 
His: %mily never recovered from the disaster. His 
eldest son) Thomas, having been involved in his father's 
pecuniary difficulties, took to privateering as a way out, but 
77. ibid. 
78. Leics. Arch. Soc. Trans., loo., cit. 
79- S. A. c I -xlviii, 9n. 80. S. A. C: 2v. 1? 2. 81. D. N. B. ' 
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did not escape his problems that way. In August, 1611, hd 
was confirmed an insolvent debtor in the court of King's 
Benchý and after his father's death in 1612 his difficulties 
were, if anything, increased. It was probably in 1624 that7 
"overwhelmed in debt and broken in spirit'17 he sold Wiston 
and retired to the Isle of Wight to pass the last few years of 
829 
his life. Anthony, the second son, another adventurer, 83* 
ended his'days in dire poverty in Madrid7 while Robert, the 
youngest of the trio, after working himself into the position 
of an envoy from the Shah to the Court of James I, eventually 
died in Persia in July, 16287 having been informed that his 
84. 
services were no longer required. The line ended two 
generations later with the death of Dr. Thomas Shirley, 
physician to Charles II and great grandson of the Treasurer 
at War, who attempted vainly to recover Wiston House and 85. 
who died in 1678 a grief-stricken man. 
George Goring, the other defaulter7 came of one of the 
wealthiest and oldest-established families in Sussex. His 
father2 Sir William Goring who was head of the family from 
82. D. N. B. The bad blood between the younger Thomas 
Shirley and his creditors led to a colourful Star 
Chamber case in 1600. (P. R. O., St-Ch-5 Eliz. S. 67/18-) 
1E. 0 ILAXot vej 23-4; and liii, 146. 83. U"-. N. B I sub "Sir Anthony Shirley"; S. A. C I v., 18-21. 84. D. N. B:, 
- sub 
I, 'Sir Robert Shirley".; S. A. C:, 
' v. ), 
21-3. 
85. D . N. B., sub ., "Thomas Sherley" ; S. A. C., v 25-6. 
L 
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1520 on, had been one of the Gentlemen of the Privy Chamber 
to Edward VI and had steadily added to his lands both in 
Sussex and elsewhere) acquiring a certain amount of monastic 86. 
property. He was succeeded in 1554 at Burton7 the main 
family residence, by his eldest son, eventually Sir Henry 
Goring who, in 1588 was assessed at f-100 for his contribution 67- 
to the Armada Loan. The second son was Guorge Goring of 
Ovingdean and Lewes, himself a wealthy man even early in his 
career since he was able in 1582 to purchase Danny Park at 
Hurstpierpoint together with the manor there and other lands 
88. 
from Gregory Fiennes, Lord Dacre7 for : E101000. 
On the 3rd July, 1584, he was appointed Receiver- 
89. 
General of the Court of Wards and in September, 1590 this 
appointment was made for life. 
90. 
In this capacity he handled 
,I 
large amounts of Crown revenue which he made a practice of 
holding on to as long as possible7 meanwhile employing the 
money to his own gain. 
91. 
In Mardh7 1594 he defaulted and died, i 
I 
heavily in debt to the Crown. A letter in the State Papers of 
92 
July 1595 refers to this debt as amounting to : UM77.2. _3ýd. 
86. See Section III. 
87. S. A. C. it 32. 
88. S. A. C., xi, 66. 89. V. supral n. 65. 90. gg_. S. P. D, 1281 -2.0.687. 91. J. E. Neale: The Elizabethan Po 
of the Brit. Academy, xxxiv, 1 92. Cal. S. P. D., 
-1592-17,1 169-70. 
(Proceedings 
17. 
,x 
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The only way in which part of this sum could be recovered 
immediately was by the sale of Goring's lands and goods, 
93- 
a procedure which his son and heir tried hard to thwart7 
offering Robert Cecil : C1,000 if he would secure him his 
94. 
fatherts office and offering to handle his father's debts. 
These surprising suggestions were not taken up) widjas the 
younger Goring said in a letter to Burghley, the sheriff 
95. 
entered to value his property in April, 1594, and most of 
the revenue was appropriated to the Queen's use throughout his 
96. 
life. 
Clearly it is not possible to prove from the information 
here collected that the tenure or lack of Crown offices was the 
decisive factor in determining the fortunes of the gentry at 
this period. For one thing it was the peers who seem to have 
enjoyed most of what must have been the more lucrative offices 
and no attempt has been made to estimate the trend in their 
economic status. 
It is clear from casual evidence that some of the 
Sussex peers were passing through hard times financially; for 
instance the 8th Earl of Northumberland) if he is to be 
believed, felt severely the deprivation of his office of the 
Keepership of Norham Castle and was determined to fight to the 97- 
bitter end to keep the Keepership of Tynemouth Castle. 
93 H-E-Bell: The Court of Wards & Liveries, 25,37- 94. ibid: also H. M. Co HLtfieýd M iv, 515; see also 501,5082 528. 
95. H. M . C. Hatf eld MSS. v. 501. 
ýý-96. 
ree note in mar in. -bf Geo. Goring, the 0 er's Feodary 43Tp% 2 Survey2 7 June 
iý 
Eliz, P. R. O. Wards 51Y 
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Lord Lumley, we know2 apparently through no fault of his own2 
got into financial difficulties through having taken 
responsibility; along with his father-in-law2 Henry Fitzalanj 
Earl of Arundel, for a debt owed by the Duke of Florence to 
the Queen, which debt he wqs later unable to collect2 so that 
he himself became liable to her for over ýC1110002though, 
fortunately for him this liability was2 in 15872 transferred 4. 
to other shoulders. Philip Howard, Earl of Arunde12 was 
estimated at about the time of his arrest in 1585 to be 
heavily in debt. A summary of the state of his affairs 
which appears to be of that date concludes2 "And so wanteth to 
li Answere and Satisfie ye debts of ye said Erle iiiim 
So d. li dcccxxxiiii xviii ix There be other debts yt I can not 
iustly sett downe as to a Jeweler to Victuelars & fro other 
ch 
grosse provicion of housholde besids servants wags wh ye 
officers of ye house are to make declaracon of. 1199* Lord 
De2a Warr appears also to have been borrowing money from 
99A. 
1596 onwards. 
On the other hand, Lord Buckhurst was evidently 
97. V. supra7 267. 
98. V. Appendix, 31. 
99-BALansd. MS.. %, 27074, ff-87 & 88. See also7 L. Stone: 
"The Anatomy of the Elizabethan Aristocracy", (EP. 9-n-sh-R-1-st- 
Rev. xviii, Nos I& 2) 43, APPx,:. II. ) 
99A. L. Stone: "The Anatomy of the Elizabethan Aristocracy"; 
(Econ. Hist. Re - xviii. Parts 1& 27 52). See also his "The Elizabethan Aristocracy -a Restatement" 7 (Ecor-1. Hist. Rev. Series 2. iv. 7 317). For the condition of the De la Warr heir in May, 1602, see H. M. C. -Hatfield 
MSS 
xii, 166. 
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proppering greatly towards the end of his life when he 
undertook in 16013 the rebuilding of part of Knole House. As 
early as 29 March, 1576, he had been well enough off to buy 
the Barony of Lewes from the Earl of Derby for : C4,000.100. 
It may be that a great deal of his wealth was produced by the 
offices he held. His less fortunate fellow-peers in the county 
held far fewer and Philip, Earl of Arundel) apparently none at 
all. 
Yet it would not be wise to conclude that the occupation 
of public positions, however enviable) was always the high 
road to prosperity under-Elizabeth or that its rewards were 
more certain than those of, for example, the legal profession, 
industry, or the farming or leasing of the land itself. The 
fate of George Goring and of Sir Thomas Shirley should teach 
us otherwise. Office-holding tended to be a highly 
speculative affair and, like other forms of business7 must 
havýe required experience and business acumen if the pitfalls 
were to be avoided. 
Generally speaking however, it would be true to say that 
those lesser men in the county who appearý for example, on 
the list of escheators for the reign2 like George May of 
Burwash, or John Selvryn of Friston, or who,. like Thomas 
100. 
Close Roll 18 Eliz. pt. 5. For a violent but 
anonymous and undated aattabk on him for making himself a fortune out of the customs during his Lord TreasurE=hip, see H. M. C. 11atfield msSjxiit565-t6. 
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Bishopp or Thomas Lewknor of West Dean, held stewardships. of 
royal manors or a bailiwick of some kind came from families 
101. 
that seem to have been prospering economically. More cannot 
be said. It may be that many more of the gentry held 
remunerative offices of some kind than have yet come to light 
and that these will prove to have had considerable influence 
on their fortunes. But at present it seems truer to say that 
office-holding was not an important source of income to most 
of them and that it was mainly the greater folk whodarived 
profit from this source. 
It should perhaps be mentioned before leaving this 
topic that some) at least) of the gentry were in the 
employment, not of the Crown itself, but of the peerage. 
Sir Edward Caryll of Harting, for instance, an important 
man in West Sussex, is known to have been Steward to the Earl 
I II 
of Arundel in the 1580's. He was named as the Earl's official 
Receiver for all his estates in Surrey and Sussex in the 
j 
statement of that peer's accounts, probably dated about 1585, 
102. 
and this office carried a fee of : C300- He was noted by 
Walsingham in his memorandum of 1585 concerning the 1 103- 
proceedings against the Earl, as one of the latterts servants 
101. Cf. Appendices 28 and 31. 102. B. NEgerton MS-29074, f. 84. 
103t. C. R. S. 
- xxii 130-1. 
I 
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and in 1587 in the report concerning the J. P. 's of Sussex 
he was described as having been dropped from the Commission of 
the Peace because he was "an active Wysman, -my lord of 
Arondell his stward and doer in thys contre". 
104. 
Similarly, Thomas Stanley was Steward to the Earls of 
Northumberland from 1575-'90 and was also between 1585 and 
Jan., 1587, Clerk of the Works and between 1585 and 1590, 
105. Payer of Foreign Payments in the same lordis household. 
Of the earlier generation7 Thomas Stoughton of West 
ab ct-t 
Stoke, near Chichester7 who died 1+576 and was father of 
Adrian, had been Controller to Henry Fitzalanj Earl of 
Arundel as we know from references for February, 1564 and for 106. 
October, 1569. Also Arthur Gounter of Racton, on the 
Western border of the county2 who died in 1576 and was father 
of Georgeg may have been in the same Earl's household since 
107. 
he refers to him in 1560 as "my Lord, my master". 
On the whole) the service of the peerage could be a 
profitable, even if sometimes a precarious undertaking. Sir 
EdWard Caryll's f-'300 a year as Receiver to the Earl of "I It 
Arundel was a good income while it lasted, but in 15852 when 10 8 
his master was arrested, he too was imprisoned in the Tower 
and subsequently disappeared from the Commission of the Peace 
104. S. A. C 11 60. 
105. Alnwi; ý MS6 U..: ir7 1.1 am grateful to Mr. G. Batho for this references 
106. A. P. C. 
-152--t-201200; H. M. C& Hatfield mSSjij436. 107. S. 'Haynes: -Sta e Papers, (1740), 365. 108. See. the As -f size Roll- o-r Sussex for 1585. Against Edward Caryll's name as a J. P. is. addedj"in Turr. " 'D T*j ^A ýr- I-- 
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109. 
until his re-instatement in 1 591. In 1588, it is true, he 
was assessed, along with 14 others, for a contribution of : ClOO 
for the Armada Loan, the highest rate then levied in the 110. 
county. On the other hand7 he does not appear to have 
undertaken any building projects2 and comparison of his 
Inquisition Post Mortem, dated 1610 with that of his heir2 Sir 
Thomas Caryll dated 1618, shows that the latter left two 
manors fewer than his father had done at his death. 
1! 11 
Thomas Stanley, the Steward to the Earls of Northumberian(3 
between 1575 and 1590 who came South from his native Cumberland I)i 
seems to have been comfortably off at the end of his life. He 
is mentioned in the 9th Earl's accouhts for 25th February, 
1588 as having received Q5.16.8d. for his annuity issuing out 
of the profits of the Great Park at Petworth, the Hammer and 
112. 
the furnace there for half a year to Michaelmas2 1587. A 
few months before he retired in 15907 Stanley acquired the 
manor of Lee in Fittleworth, near Petworth, with certain 
113* 
tenements. In his will dated 26th February7 1604, and 41 
1149 
proved 3rd Hay, 1607, he mentions in addition to his lands 
"in Sussex or elsewhere .. my house without Temple Bar near 
London") and it is possible that he may have had property in 
Hertfordshire as well, where he was living when his will was 
109. P. R. O: )A 35/33. 110. A-A-C 1 1,36.142.142 111. Cf. -P. R. ý0- C-/ý15-179 and P. R. O. C-/372-155- 112. Alnwick MSS U. ill. 
113. S. R. S )'xix)265; Horsfield) op. cit., 11,154. 114. -P. C. C. 40 Huddlestone. 
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1150 
made. 
In the Supplement to Appendix 28, both the Stoughtons 
and the Gounters appear as families which were thriving 
economically, though Thomas Stoughton, who died in about 
apparently had to convey some of his lands in Surrey to 
Richard Lewkenor) John Onley and William Devenish to discharge I 
a debt he owed them. He cannot have paid it off fully as his 
son7 Lawrence7 was still attempting to meet it in November, 
116. 
15929 
It has been shown that the tenure of Crown offices does !, 
not appear to have brought much profit to those below the 
peerage but sometimes rather the reverse, and that) on the 
other hand, an important position on the staff of a noble 
household could produce a very good salary though this would 
depend on the fortunes of the nobleman concerned2 and 
sometimes had its perils. 
It is now time to examine whether the other occupations 
already shown to have been pursued by the gentry seem to have 
been mainly profitable or otherwise. 
It is clear that not all the gentry who had interests 
in the Wealden iron industry made fortunes out of it. The 
costs of running forges and furnaces were heavy, entailing 
115. ibid. 
116. B. M. Add. IlSm 6174, f. 131. His son7 Adrian7 Lowever, 
acquired 2 manors in Sussex. See Appendix 20. 
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not only their upkeep7 but also the maintenance of the ponds 
and water-courses used to provide the necessary water -power. 117. In fact) as Mr. Straker has pointed out, men of small 
capital who embarked on iron-founding frequently went bankrupt 
during periods of bad trade7 particularly if they themselves 
A 
were only the leaseholders of their forges or furnaces and. 'I 
were expected to bear the full cost of maintenance without 
,I'! - assistance from the owners themselves. i 
Several of the Sussex owners or managers of ironworks 
listed in Appendix 29, belong to families which appear, if 
anything, to have been economically on the downgrade2 for 
example the families of Ashburnham of Ashburnham, Darrell, 
Gage2 Porter and Pelham of Buckstepe. This2 of course2 does 
not imply that their participation' in the iron industry was, 
in each case, mainly responsible for the trend in the fortunes 
of their families. 
It is interesting however that John Ashburnham of 
Ashburnham who is known to have owned a furnace and two forges 
in 1574 and perhaps to have worked another furnace on behalf. 118. 
of its owner2 should have fallen seriously into debt a few 
years later, so that in 1582 his lands including the manor 
119 
of Ashburnham should have been extended by his creditors, 
117- E. Straker2, or). cit., ch. 21. 118. See Appendix-299, 
119. H. M. C. Cal. 
-Hatfield-MSS, _, 
ii, 524,528. 
4 
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and that in 1583 Walsingham should have had to write to the 
Sheriff and Justices of the Peace with ordersfbom the Council 
to stay these proceedings. 
129. 
The treatment of John 
Ashburnham by his creditor Edward Catesby of Lambeth, Surrey 
who had, in 1581) foreclosed on his manor of Ashburnham. and 
his forges and iron mill nearby) apparently provoked the 
intervention of the debtor's brother, Thomas, and I. Isondrie 
lewd wicked and evill disposed persons" who broke into a house 
called the Hammer, a forge for the making of iron2 and 
ýINI 
dispossedsed Catesby's men by main force. This lbd to a case 
in the Star Chamber in 24 Elizabeth between George Ognell) 
Catesbyls representative7 and Thomas Ashburnham and Iiis friends! 
iI 
in the course of 
i 
which it appeared that John Ashburnham had 
been a debtor to the*Queen to the extent of Q50 as early as 
16 Elizabeth, and that the bailiff of Hastings Rape had 
already valued his lands on the Queen's behalf on that earlier 
occasion. 
121. 
The sequel appears from the fact that John 
Ashburnham's fourth son, Walter, was baptised on 20th Junet 
1585, in the Fleet prison and buried on 3rd July of the 
122. 
same year. John Ashburnham himself was buried at 123. 
Ashburnham on the 14th October, 1592. 
120. B. M. Harl. MS' 7039f. 12b. 
121 . P. R. O. St. Ch. 5 Eliz- 0-8-36. George Ognell v. Peter Bourne2 Thomas Ashburnham etc. 
122, S. A. C., xxxiii555. 
123- S. A. C., xxxiii, 58. 
222a 
The Gatehousel Cuckfield Park, the home of the Bowyers of Cuckf ield. 
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In one instance, ý)a'_Itici'Pation in the iron in6us'Lry Coes 
appear to have been directly responsible for a ban1_-ru',,, tcy. 
This was in the case of Anthony 1, iorleyj younger brother of 
Jilliam _, 'orley of Glynde. Their father, Tlr)omas ', 'orley of T24. 
Gl,., nde 'th Jenuary, 1559, , i,, rho died on tl-e cl is '. -nown to have 
had interests in the iron industry) and it was Anthony, 
the second of j', -, is six sons, who had 1;,, Ost to do with it. 
Finding himself hampered2 like other ironr., -lasters in 
Sussex, by fuel shortages and restrictions7 Anthony 1.. orley 
finally migrated into Glamorganshire where t., ere was plenty 
of fuel, water-power an(ý iron ore. here, however, he fell 
heavily into debt7 apparýýntly borrowing capital to launch 
his enterprise which he was then unable to repay7 and died 
leaving his widow and family in a sorry plight and at the 126. 
mercy of his numerous creditors. 
Not all ironmasters howeve-r, were so unfortunate as 
these. Among the more successful might be named Henry Bowyer 
of Cuckfield, Richard and later his son 1-1alter Covert of 
31auý-, hamj John L'iversfield of 'dorth, Richard Leech of 
Flet&ingg 
127. 
Thomas I-lay of Tibehurst and George 1, iay of Burwash. 
124. See his P. R. O. C. 142/264/131. 
125.3., L. C., ii7214. 
126. ... 
. 
3-A-Ce, xvild-, 13 et seqcj; liii, 119-'2O- 
127. See AiDpendix 28 and Supplement. 
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Their ventures in the industry, particularly in the cases of 
the Bowyer, Eversfield and May families7 seem to have had much 
to do with their economic prosperity. 
With regard to the lawyers listed in Appendix 30) none 
of them appears to have belonged to a family for which there is 128. 
evidence of economic decay at this period. Several of them, 
namely Sir Edward Culpepper of Wakehurstj Sir John Jefferay of 
Chiddingly and Sir Richard Lewkenor of West Dean, belonged to 
families which were clearly prospering, and, in the case of 
Thomas Bowyer of North Mundham, to a family whose head was 
to be raised to the baronetage in the following generation. 
Evidently the practise of the law was as secure a means of 
livelihood among the gentry as any* 
0000 
In conclusion, it may be said that while a number of 
Sussex gentry who derived some income from minor offices 
under the Crown during the reign and a number of ironmasters 
appear to have been prospering, there were some gentry 
holding more important Crown office's and some iron-founders 
who ended in financial ruin. Such evidence as there is 
suggests that the practising lawyers among the Sussex gentry 
usually fared well. Further generalisation as t the 
128. See Appendix 29 and Supplement. -The-family of Porter 
is 
a possible exception if the trend in their subsidy 
assessments in relation to the average between 38 Henry VIII and 1 Charles I has any real significance. On the other hand, it is not absolutely certain that John Porter of Cuckfield was the lawyer of Lincoln's Inn. 
iII 
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relationship between occupations and economic trends does 
not appear to be possible - 
But, if the families that were apparently rising 
economically and those that weredbclining be considered as 
groups and it be asked whether each of these g? oups tended 
to have anything more in common than their increasing or 
decaying fortunes, it willIm found that there Was often a 
striking conjunction between economic trends and politico- 
religious affiliations.. 
Among the gentry who appear to have been declining 
129. 
economically throughout the Elizabethan period were a 
considerable number of recusant or crypto-Catholic families, 
for instance the Apsleys of Pulborough, the Carylls of 
Harting, the Darrells of Scotney, the Dawtreys of Petworth, 
the Gages of Firle and of Bentley, the Roberts, the Shelleys 
of Michelgrove and the Thatchers of Westham. Howfar the 
economic deterioration of these families was due to recusancy 
fines and other imposition s such as7 for examplet the demand 
made on 17th August, 1584 that certain I-PIS should) as proof 
of their loyalty2 furnish a horse or horses2 as many as they 130- 
were schedule. 4 for2 to be used for service in Ireland2 it 
is beyond the scope of thisstudy to assess. But there may 
have been some such factors at work. 
129. See Appendi-x 30) Supplement; also v supral 
130. S. A. C., xii7200-202; B. M. Harl. IIS-703, f. 20. 
226 
Similarlyý it is interesting that among those families 
which seem from the evidence collected to have been 
progressing economically at this period, few seem to have 
been suspect on religious grounds. Of these2 Edward 
Bellingham was classified in 1564 as "a misliker of religion 
and godly proceedings", but was left on the Commission of 
the Peace in 1565 and 1566.132. William Scott of Iden, it is 
133- 
true, who was a J. P. in 1559 and 1560, was described in the 
BishopIs letters of 1564 as"No Justice, a Misliker of godly 134. 
orders, " andý although he died between January, 1583 and 
13 - April, 1586, he did not re-appear on the Commission before 
his death. 
136. 
Yet, his was apparently one of the modestly 
137. 
prosperous families of Elizabethan Sussex. Again) the 
Stoughton family acquired two manors in Sussex between the 
death of Thomas Stoughton in about 1580 and of his son, 
Adrian, the lawyer2 in 1614.138- But Thomas Stoughton, 
131. Camden Misc ix 00 
132. P. R. O., A. iý/M& A-35/8/3- 
0 
133- It A. 935/1 & A-35/2- unter of Racton was also 134. Camden-. LTisc. 2ixjll. Arthur Go placed in this category. ibid-210. 
135, See his will, P. C. C., 22'. Tilidsor. 
136. See also S. A. C ii, 62,2concerning his son. 
137. S'ee Appendix 26. 
138. See Appendix 20. 
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described in 1564 a6 "a stout scorner of godliness", 
139- 
and 
steward to the Earl of Arundell was obliged to part with some 
of his lands in Surrey to his creditors and left some 
140. 
undischarged debts behind him. 
Religion may have had not a little to do with the 
economic as wll as with the political fortunes of the gentry 
families of Elizabethan Sussex. 
139. Camden-Misc., ix210- 
140. V. supra2 220. 
0 
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PART III. 
POLITICa AND RELIGION IN ELIZABETHAN SUSSEK. 
CHAPTER I. 
Trends among the peerage. 
1 
There is a manuscript in the State Papers Domestic 
which is undated but which appears to belong to about the 
year 1583 and which is endorsed., "Information of ye presente 
stat of Sussex touching religion. " It is apparently both a 
description of the religious condition of the county and also 
a series of recommendations drawn up for the consideration of 
the Lords of the Privy Council, and it begins with a brief 
survey of "The General State of Sussex". This survey consists 
of a comment in turn first on the Inoblement, secondly on the 
fgeniýImenf and thirdly on 'the peoplet of the county. 
Of the noblemen, the writer remarkso "Five in number,, 
more than one shire can wel bear specially if ill affected or 
doubted and agreeing all together and having often meetings". 
It is not quite clear which peers he has in mind since there 
were, v in fact,, more than five peers resident in Sussex at that 
time if Henry Percy, the 8th Earl of Northumberlando whose 
southern residence lay at Petworth, be included along with 
Anthony Browne., Viscount Montague., Philip Howard., Earl of 
Arundel, John, Baron T-umleyo Thomas, Lord Buckhurst and 
'William West., Lord Dela Warr. However, his main point may 
1. P. R. O., S. P. 12/165,, no. 22. 
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be conceded, namely that Sussex in the Elizabethan period 
did contain a remarkable number of noblemen for one. 9 not 
very large, county. Whether he was justified in lumping 
them all together on a level as political trouble-makers 
is very much open to question.. but certainly with regard to 
some of them there were good reasons for suspicion and 
caution. 
It might be pointed auto for instance, that 1583 was 
the year before Philip Howard., Earl of Arundel declared 
himself a Catholic convert and two years before his attempted 
2 
escape from England, while in December2 1583$ Henry Percy, 
Sth Earl of Northumberland,. was arrested for suspected 
3 
complicity in the Throgmorton conspiracy. 
The writer., passing on to the Igentdment. 9 remarks 
that "most of the greatest revonue" are "ill affected ... 
divers wee k and indifferent that f ollow the noblemen being 
of the Conzaission for the Peace". Clearly then., he sees 
the peerage in Sussex as, on the whole., a bad influence., and 
the remedy he suggests is as follows: "If it might be to 
remove soom of them into other shires whear they are not 
native nor landed and should have less authoritie. Otherwise 
if they be in Commissions for honours sake, always to ioign 
'2. G. E. C.., i, 9254. See also B. M. Ad&. MS". $2172, 
ff. 41 
II 
Zi G. E. C.,, ix., 731. See also Cal. S. P. D.., 1581-90.. 138, no. 47. 
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with them soom other contrary of the chief gentelmen that 
ar sure to the state and religion as Mr Goringes, Mr 
covert., mr morley etc. tl 
There is little doubt but that the peerage in 
Elizabethan Sussex dominated its politics to a very great 
extent,, and to understand the ebb and flcm of its currents 
one must bear in mind the careers of these, the county's 
leading personalities, for it was upon then, very largely 
that the political fortunes of the untitled families 
depended. 
0 
The most prominent nobleman in Sussex in the early 
years of the reign appears to have been Henry Fitzalan., , 
Earl of Arundel. He was of a family which came originally 
from Shropshire but had, through a marriage to a d'Aubigny 
coheiress as long ago as the thitteenth centuryo acquired 
the Castle lel 
,, 
Honour and eventually the Earldom of Arunc 
4 
itself, He was one of the greatest landowners of the 5 
county and the bulk of his property was in Sussex. Of the 
other Elizabethan peers whose main residences were in Sussexs 
only the Sackvilles, still commoners at Elizabeth's accession$ 
and the Uests, coald make any comparable claim to a long and 
close family connection with the county. 
4. G. E. C., i., 237 & 239. 
5. H. Miller; The Peerage21485-1547, (Univ. of London M. A. 
thesis) AdalLjonal Append=-s-ub "Fitzalan". 
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Fitzalan had been a staunch supporter of Mary Tudor, 
having captured the traitor Northumberland at the beginning 
of her reign., and he had been rewarded with the grant of 
various of f ices by her includinýg -, the Lord Stewardship of 6 
the Household. In June, 1560 he was re-appointed to this 7 
position. He had also, soon after Elizabeth's accession, 
a 
been appointed one of her Privy Councillors. 
The office however that gave Arundel his pre-eminonce 
in the county was that of Lord Lieutenant, which was bestowed 
9 
on him on 26th May, 1559.. the appointment being renewed on 
10 
18th Aprils 1560, and the duties of which he apparently 
discharged approximately down to Novembero 1569 when other 
11 
Lords Lieutenant were named in his place. 
At the beginning of the reign, when there was much 
speculation on the subject of the Queen's marriage, the Earl's 
chances were fairly widely favoured on the grounds of his rank 
and family and notuithstanding his being more than twenty 
years older than she and having two' married daughters of his 
own. The possibility must have given him considerable 
6. D*N. B., Viis, 88 et seqq. 
7. Cal. S. F. D... 1547-80,55. 
8. D., N. B., loc. cit. 
9. P. R*O.,, S. P. Dom. Eliz., 4, nos. 2q & 30. 
. 10. P. R. O., S. P. Dom. Eliz., 12, nos. 7.. 8 & 9. 
11. P, R. O... S.. P. Dom. Eliz., 59., nos. 57-60. It is possible, 
h(xvever, that Lord Lumlgy, his son-in-law, acted on 
his behalf for part of this time. See Appendix 1. 
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prestige in the county and raised high hopes among his 
friends and supporters, just as the danger of her marrying 
Dudley constituted a threat to these. 
The extent to which passions were aroused in West 
Sussex over this issue, is illustrated by' the story of 
Arthur Gounter of Ractob who was apparently In the Earl of 
Arundelts service. Gounter got himself into trouble in 
1560 by expressing surmises as to the possible outcome of a 
marriage between the Queen and Dudley. He seems to have 
fallen into conversation one day while out hunting, with a 
certain Mr. George Cotton, apparently one of Dudley's 
followers., and talk turned to the topic of the Queen's 
marriage. As Gounter said in his "Declaration" .. 
"concerning Lord Robert Dudley", Cotton had told him thatt- 
"Hyt chaunced the Quene's Hynes to be at Supper on a 
Tyme at my Lorde Robert's Howse., wheare hyt chaunced 
hyr Hyghness to be nyghted homvard; and as hyr Grasce 
whas goynge homward by Torche lyght, hyr Ilgness fell 
in Taulcke with them that caryed the Torches, and seyde, 
that hyr Grasce wolde make ther Lord the best that ever 
whas of hys Name: whereuppon I Gounter seyde2 that hyr 
Grasce most macke hyme then a Dewcke: And he said that 
the Reporte Whas, that hyrHyghness shoolde marry hym: 
And I aunswered I praye God ail be for the best; and I 
praye God all Men may tacke hyt well that there myght 
rysse no troble therof; and so have I seyde to dyvers 
others synse that Tyme. And I most humbly beseche your 
Honors all to be good unto me and to pardon me herin, 
yf I have off ended. " (12) 
Somehow Gounter's rather rash remarks made later in 
the same conversation subsequently reached the ears of the 
Council and he was summoned before them and, after being 
12. S. Haynes: State Pa2ers, (1740), 364-5. 
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f 
imprisoned for a while, obliged to make a humble submission 
and apology for his I'lewde and unfyttyng Wardes". What 
those remarks were emerged in the course of his "Confession" 
in which Gounter explained that lar Cotton had said :- 
"That hyt was remored hertofore, that my Iorde my 
Master[ the Earl of Arundell shoolde have maryed the 
Quenefs Hyghnes: And I seyde that yf hyt pleased hyr 
Hynesj, I thowght hym as mette a Man as any in Inglande. 
And farther he asked me, yf I herde of eny Parlemente 
towarde; and I seyde no, byt yf ther were eny, I thynke 
every Nobleman wyll geve his Opynyon; and then they that 
be my Lords Fronds wyll seye., that he is a mette Man., and 
the other that be more my Lord Robert's Fronds wyll seye,, 
that he ys a motte Man; and so hyt maye fortune there 
wyll rysse troble amonge the Noblemen, which God forbede. 
And then he asked me who was my Lords Fronds: And I seyde 
my Lorde Markes of Northampton, my Lord of Pembroke, Mr 
Treasurer, Mr Sackfelde with many other. Farther I seydo 
I trust the whyght Horsse (the Earl of ArundeA wylbe in 
quyet.. and so shall we be owtte of troble; hyt ys well 
knowen hys Blode., as yette,, whas never attaynte., nor he 
was ever Man of Warr., wherfor ys hyt ly. cly, that we shall 
sytto styll; but yf he shoold stomackehyt, he were able 
to macke a great Powre ... Farther, as towchyng my 
Lord 
Robert, I have seyde to Mr Cottone, that I thoWght hym tD 
be the Causse., that my Lorde my Master myght not marry 
the Quene's Hyghness; wherfor I woolde that he had bene 
put to dethe with his Father, or that sorB Roffen woolde 
have dyspached hym by the Way as he hath gone.. with some 
Dagge or Gonno. 11 (13) 
By 1564, the hopes of Gounter and his kind f or his v 
master were quite clearly doomed to disappointment. Quite 
apart from Dudley, the Queen had obviously no serious 
intentions of marrying Arundel and during that year he 
resigned from the Privy Council and from his Stewardship of 
14 
the Household. From then on he seems to have been little 
13. Haynes, o2. cit , 365. 
14. G. E Cjýi 
0ý251- 
R Somerville The Ducýj of lancaster,,: Lt 
1266- 617. * 
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at CcFart but was kept in touch with the news there to some 
extent by Cecil. For instance, on 13th October, 1565,, he 
wrote to Cecil thanking him for his letter and saying he 
wished he could serve the Queen as she needed and declaring 
himself ready to serve her to the best of his ability when- 
ever he was wanted, and adding that he would be at Court 
15 
but for the physic given him by his doctors. Two years 
later., on 26th December, 1567, he wrote again to Cecil 
thanking him for his news including that of Lord Cobhamls 
Journey to make negotiations for a marriage between the 
Queen and the Archduke Charles, but hinting that he, Arundel., 
had little interest in such matters now that he was "further 
16 
off". 
By 25th September,, 1569, when the Queen summoned the 
Earl of Arundel to her to answer some interrogatories drawn 
17 
up by Cecil, it is clear that he was no lonSer considered a 
reliable supporter of the status quo. 
1569 was, in fact, in the nature of a landmark in the 
political history of Elizabethan Sussex. Davin to the autumn 
of that year., the Earl of Arundel might justifiably have been 
regarded as the chief man in the county. He had so far been 
the sole Lord Lieutenant, and it is striking that in the two 
county elections held before'that date., the members returned 
15. H-M. C. ýHatfield MsS 1.323. 16. H-. M. C. Hatfield MS ::. t , 1,, 349. 17. H. M. C. Hatfield MSS., A.. 423 & 428. 
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may all be calculated to have been friendly to him. Sir 
Richard Sackville who was returned on both occasions,, had 
been given the office of Steward of the lands of the Duchy 
of Lancaster in Sussex by the Earl of Arundel, who had 
hitherto enjoyed it, sometime before 5th Marchj, 1559, when 
is 
Arundel wrote to tell Cecil of this. John Caryll Esq., 
who was returned in 1559 and was himself Attorney of the 
Duchy of Iancaster was father to Edward Caryll of Harting 
who was to be Receiver to Philip Howard, eventually Henry 
Fitzalanfs heir as Earl of Arundel. And William Dawtrey of 
Fetworth who was a county member for Sussex in 1563 was 
dubbed in the bishop's letter of 1564 as "a misliker of 
19 
religion and godly proceedings; very superstitious". 9 amd he 
was friendly with the Stoughton family one of jvhom was in 
20 
the Earlts household. 
By 1569 hwever, a new pattern was emerging. , From 
then on a group among the Sussex peers.. including the Earl 
of Arundel., might be described as definitely of "the 
opposition".. while there were others who more or less 
actively supported the status quo. 
0 0S 
The exploits of the Duke of Norfolk.. the Earls of 
Northumberland and Arundel.. of Baron Lumley., and their 
Cal. S. P. D. 1547-80., 123. Sir Richard Sackville had been 
Steward to the Ear: [ of Arundel himself in Henry VIIIIs 
rei M (D. N. B. ) 19. Caýnn 
- 
Ivusce lanv. V ix- Ij. '20. Y-. Fuldge: Personnel 
9,, the Parliament of 1563, (Univ. Of 
London., Id. A, theSIS), 5ection ill, juv. 
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collaborators in 1569 and the years i=ediately afterwards.. 
belong perhaps more to national than to mere county history. 
Nevertheless., the two cannot be arbitrarily separated, and 
the extent to which the Sussex peers as a body became involvedp 
first in the rising of the Northern Earlss and then in the 
Ridolfi conspiracy, should help to explain why it was that 
political authority in the county devolved so exclusively in 
after years on. one titled family which had been above 
susPicion. 
The ringleaders of the 1569 conspiracy among the older 
nobility which was directed primarily towards the displacement 
Of Cecil, the settlement of the succession in favour of Mary, 
Queen of Scots who was., in the meantime, to be restored to the 
throne of Scotland and perhaps to be married to the Duke of 
Norfolk, the smoothing over of Anglo-Spanish relations, and 
the return to Catholicism in Englandp - were the Duke Of 
Norfolk and the Earl of Arundel himself* At this early stages 
Lord Lumley, who, like the Duke of Norfolk., was son-in-law to 
21 
the Earl of Arundel., also became involved. But on 25th 
September, 1569., before anything had been achieved, the Earl 22 
of Arundel was arraigned for questioning and so was Lumley, 
23 
and in October the Duke of Norfolk was arrested. In 
November these murmurings were drowned by the explosion of 
21. H. M. C. Hatfield LISS is 42804380456. 
22. S. Hayness State Papers, (1740)p 529-30. 
23. H. M. C. Hatfield MSS, is 429-30- 
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the Northern Rebellion, one of the leaders of which., the 7th 
24 
Earl of Northumberland, was closely connected with Sussex. 
It was,, however., virtually crushed by the end of the following 
February and already, in December2 1569,, the Earl of Arundel 
25 
had disclaimed any connection with the rising. 
But in 1571 the embers of discontent began to smoulder 
again and were industriously fanned by Roberto Ridolfi who 
hoped for nothing less than a coup dletat which would place 
Mary Stuart on the throne of a Catholic England. The chief 
instruments of such a reversal were to be the Duke of-Norfolk 
26 
who had been released from the Tower in 1570 and his fellow 
27 
malcontents among the nobility. These, backed by an army 
of discontented Catholics at home and an invading Spanish 
expeditionary force, would seize or assassinate the Queen and 
quickly take over the state. Such were Ridolfifs ideas. 
But., in May 1571., the Bishop of Ross., one of the 
28 
conspiratorsp was arrested and., when the evidence had 
accumulated overwhelmingly against him, he eventually made 
confessions implicating the Earl of Arundel,, Lord Lumley., 
Viscount Montague and Sir Henry Percys brother of the 7th 
Earl of Northumberland, but above all damning the Duke of 
24. H. M. C. Hatfield MSS, 12 445. 
25. H. M. C. Hatf ield MSS, 1, 449. 
26. H. M. C. Hatr ield MS , ij 475-6 & 479. 27. ru-mley and . Arun e-- were also released in that year. See 
D. N. B. sub "Lumley" and "Fitzalan". 
28. D. N. B. sub "John Le slie ". 
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29 
Norfolk. Arundel was consequently placed under gaard in 
September.. 1571., Lumley was arrested in October and put in 
the Marshalsea, and in November Sir Henry Percy was sent to 30 
the Tower. In January, 1572, a process was begun against 
Norfolk for treason and he was executed after trial by his 
peers. The 7th Earl of Northumberland who had taken refuge 
with the Soots after the suppression of the Northern 
Rebellion but was handed over by them to Elizabeth, was also 
32 
executed in August of that year. 
Viscount Montague had been less deeply implicated in 
this plot than the others and it was reported by several of 
the examinees who were questioned in the matter in October, 
1571 that he "did not like the enterprise"j, or that he "liked 
not the device",, or "did not like of the manner" and "would 
33 
not meddle in that matter". Also., despite the evidence of 
34 
the Bishop of Ross, there were those who said that Montague 
35 
was not fully informed. Ferhaps this explains the fact 
that, unlike the others., he was not arrested. Also,, relations 
29. H. M. C. Hatfield MSS, ip 526j, 527,, 528., 544 et -, eqq..,, 546 
seqq,, & b49. 
30. D. N. B. sub "Fitzalan"s I'Lumley" and "Percy". 
31. T. B. Howell: State Trials (1816)li.. 957 et seqq; D. N. B. 
32. D. N. B. sub "Sir Thomas Percy., 7th Earl of Northumberland". 
33. H. M. C. Hatfiold MSS,, ip 539-40, & 541 
34. H. M. C. Hatf I-eld-ýI-sS.. J,, 526., 17., IS. 
35. H. M. C. Hat=e d msS-,. i, 560. 
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between him and Henry, Earl of Arundel, were apparently not 
always smooth and, in February, 1565, had led to a rebuke by 
the Privy Council to one, Thomas Stoughton., Controller to 
the Earl., for his tlunfyttinge language of the Lord Montague"., 
and an injunction that the peace should be kept between the 
36 
servants of the two households. It is not likely that 
relations between the two peers would have been improved by 
the Earl of Arundel's deposition from the office of Lord 
Lieutenant of the county in 1569.. and the substitution of 
37 
three other peers, one of whom was Viscount Montague. 
Perhaps it was for these reasons as well as out of loyalty 
to the Crown that Montague was reluctant to give full support 
to the schemes of the Earl and of his two sons-in-law. 
It was not until after Norfolk's execution that the Earl 
38 
of Arundel was released from his arrest, and not until 1573, 
39 , 
in April, - that Lumley was set free., or Sir Henry Percy, now 
Sth Earl of Northumberland, either. He was released in 
July, 1573., having been under arrest since November, 1571, 
40 
the year before his brother's execution. 
The execution of the Duke of Norfolkand of the 7th 
Earl of Northumberland in 1572,, and the confinement of 
36. A. P. C., 1558-70,200. 
37. See Appendix 1. 
38. D. N. B. 
39. D. N. B. 
40. B-. -N. B. 
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Arundel, and the arrest of lumley and of Sir Henry Percy 
in the autumn of the previous year, had put an end to 
conspiracies for a time. 
After the debacle of 1571 and'72, the Earl of Arundel 
seems to have taken no further active part in political 
intrigue before his death in 15801, and Lord Iumley seems to 
have learned a lesson which lasted him the rest of the reign. 
He is even found subsequently serving as a Co=issioner.. or 
being present, at all sorts of treason trialsp - for instance 
that of William Shelley in February, 1586, of Mary, Queen Of- 
Scots in October, 1586, of Davison in March, 15B7., and of the 
41 
Earl of Essox in 1601. 
However, trouble was not at an end. Early in the 
15801s., it reared its head again and this time the arch- 
suspect was Henry Percy, the Sth Earl of Northumberland. On 
42 
20th December, 1583, he was confined to his house in London, 
and in February, 15841, he was arrested on the suspicion that 
he was connected with the Throgmorton conspiracy., and was sent 
43 44 
to the Tower. There he was found dead on 21st June, 1585. 
45 
A verdict of suicide wds returned. 
On 20th December, 1583, the young Philip Howard, Earl 
of Arundel, grandson and heir of Henry Fitzalano the previous 
Earl.. and son of the executed Duke of Norfolk,, who was also 
41. D. N. B. 
42. Cal. 3 P. D.,, 1581-90,138, no. 47. 
43. Cal. S. P. D., 1581-M 159, no. 14,1870no. 79., 242,, no. 74. 
44. D. N. B. See also 
45. Cal. S. P. D., 1581-900 252, no. 24. 
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under suspicion in connection with the Throgmorton plot., w as 
46 
confined to his house in London; four days later, articles 
were drawn up on which he was to be cross-examined, relating 
to his alleged intrigues with Lord Paget, and Charles Arundel, 
the conspirators., before they had left England., and his 
transactions with the Earl of Northumberland and Mary., Queen 
47 
of Scots. In September, 1584, partly under the influence 
of his wife, Anne,, daughter of Lord Dacre of the North., he 
48 
became a Catholic. In April, 1565, Philip Haviard attompted, 
at last,, to escape from the country but was quickly 
recaptured and was co=itted to the Tower where he was. 
subsequently sentenced to imprisonment during the Queen's 
49 
pleasure. In 1589, he was attainted and condemned to deathy, 
one of the charges against him being that he had said mass 
50 
the previous year for the success of the Armada. His lands 
were also declared f orf eit. But he was allowed to linger 
on., and finally died in the Tower in October, 1595, without 51 
being allowed to see his wife or familys even on his deathbed. 
46. Cal. S. P. D., 1581 138, no. 47; see also Lives of Philip 
Howard., Earl of ndel & of Anne Dacres.,. hi-s wife., ed. 
Duke of Norlolk,, a-857")-FFE. T. ch. 5. .9 47. Cal. S. P. D., 1581-90,139, nos. 52 & 53. 
48. D. N. B see also Myes of Philip Howard. soetce, Pt. l.. ch. 6. 
S, Fe---f; o;,, had been a prigoner in 15ga--4.9 bu t Wiston 
House in Sussex, under the surveillance of Sir Thomas 
Shirley, and it was there that her daughter, Elizabeth, 
was born. (Ibid., Pt. 2, ch. 5; see also S. A. C. jv.. 15-16). In 
April, 158'4, --s-he was subjected to cross: -e-x, ýmination 
rEýpropos of her religion, her alleged habit of harbouring 
Jesuits and her correspondence with Charles Paget. 
(Cal. 
S. P. D... -1581-90., 171,, nos. 20.. 22 & 23). For her subsequent 
history, see laves or Philip Howard... etc. Pt. 2. 
49. D. N. B.; Lives-of PUMP Howard.. etc.,, Ft. l., chs. 8 & 9. 
50. D=. * Lives of Philip Howard. etc,, Pt. l.. chs. 12.13 14. 
51. D-. -N. Y ! LIves r ilh: L. L! P-IiowarcL.. AEc-... Pt. lpch, 17. 
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By late 1585 however, it might be said that the most 
dangerous conspiracies and intrigues among the Sussex peers 
were at an end. The two dangerous members of the Percy 
family, the 7th and Gth Earls, were dead, and the young 9th 
Earl was politically harmless. Philip Howard, Earl of 
Arundel, was a prisoner in the Tower. 
Lord Iumley too was no longer dangerous; neither was 
Viscount Montague who even made a point of being the first 
nobleman to be present when the Queents troops assembled in 
52 
1588 at Tilbury to meet the Armada threat. Both of these 
peers entertained the queen on her state progress thnough 
53 
Sussex in the summer of 1591, Lumley at Stanstead., and 
Montague at Cowdray where she stayed a whole week in August 
54 
of that year. 
In fact., but for his brief lapse in 1571., Viscount 
Montague might be classed as one of the few floyall peers of 
52. S. A. C.., vii, 18011.. though by then he was apparently no 
longer a Lord Lieutenant of Sussex. 9(see Appendix 1). When Lord Hmvard of Effingham and Lord Buckhurst.. the Soint 
Lord Lieutenants, of the county.. wrote to their deputies 
on 18th October,, 1587, giving them directions about, pre- 
parations for the expected invasion2 they remarked, 
"Touchinge your proceeding with my Lord Montague we wishe 
the same to be forborne as well inr especte of. his degree 
as for that we are assured and soo allwayes hath his Lord 
mad good demonstracon therof that not onlie in his most 
readie goodwill but allsoe in all sufficient furniture he is supplyed with the most-11(B. M. Harl. MSLp 703 f. 47). 
53. J. Nichols$ Progresses of Queen Elizabeth,, (18231, iii, 97. 
For his very friendly relations wh Sir Robert Cecil from- 1593 onwards see H. M. C. Hatfield MSS iv., 356., '490,, 618; v., 227., 
57 250; vis334a vii. 670; $JET. x2372; xi 312,3890430; xi i.. Ill., 19 8.. 5 09. 
54. Ibids'piii*90; see also S. A. C., v, 185 et seqq. 
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Elizabethan Sussex, in spite of his staunch support for the 
Catholic reliSion. It is notable that he and Lord ShrEwSbU-rY 
were the only two peers to vote against the Queen's Supremacy 
in 1559.. 'yet the following year he was employed as an Ambassador 
55 
in* Spain. He also made a bold speech in 1562 against the 
56 
oath of supremacy, yet he did not forfeit the Queents favour. 
In 1586 he was a Commissioner at the trial of Mary, Queen of 57 
Scots. At his death, a contemporary wrote, "This year died 
Anthony Brown, Viscount Montacute; who, though he were a great 
Homan Catholick., yet the Queen., f inding him faithful, always 
58 
loved him, and in his sickness went to visit him. tf She had 
intended to visit him, among otherso in 1577, at either Battle 
59 
Abbey or Cowdray. But the proJect was stopped by the plague. 
This Viscount Montague died in October, 1592, and was 
succeeded by his grandson., Anthony Maria Brovine, his son, the 
69 
Hon. Anthony Browne having died the previous June. When the 
reliability of this young man, who, incidentally, was the god- 
61 
child of Queen Elizabeth, was called in question in May, 1594, 
because of his faith, he was given an excellent reference by 
Lord Buckhurst whos writing to the Lord Keeper, said of him, 
"I do think in my conscience he deleth most truly with you,, 
f or I take him to be in his saiengs most just and honorable 
62 
and yt for al the world he wil not affirme an untruth. " 
55. D. N. B.; G. E. C. pixp97; S. A. C. pvpl88. 56 D. N. B. 57. Ibid. 
58: 5. A. C , v, 189., quoting Baker's Chronicles (sic). 
59.6. A. G., v, 192.60. D. N. B; GEC. loc. cit 61. G. E. C. p 10c. cit. 62. %Dt, F-jýýgý p . 158; see also f. 156. 
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The chief supporter of the Queeh's goverment through- 
out the reign, was however, Thomas Sackville, Lord BuelchurSt- 
Raised to the peerage in 1567, he bore the newest title among 
all the Sussex peers,, and this perhaps was the key to his 
unwavering support of the Queen and Cecil. He belonged not 
to the old peerage but to a new one which owed its power and 
very existence to the Tudo. -As themselves. 
In November., 1569., Buckhurst, along with Viscount 
Montague and William VZest Esq., who was created Baron De la 
Warr early in the following year, was named joint Lord Lieu- 
63 
tenant of Sussex. These three names are re-iterated in a 
64 
Commission of November,, 1570. No further references 
naming Lords Lieutenant of Sussex appear before the 3rd July., 
1585., when Charles, Baron Howard of Effingham, was cmated one, 
and on the 2nd August,, 1586.. be and Lord Buckhurst are referred 
to in the Acts of the Privy Council as joint I-ords Lieutenant 
65 
of the county. It appears from the numerous references in 
the Acts of the Privy Council from then on that Lord Howard 
of Effingham and Lord Buckhurst remained joint Lords Lieutenant 
of Sussex until the end of the reign. 
Now., of all these peers who became Lords Lieutenant from 
1569 on, Lord Buckhurst was certainly the most prominent in 
Sussex. Viscount Montague, as a Catholic$ could hardly be 
relied on to the same extent; William Viestj who became Baron 
63. See Appendix 1. 
64. Ibid. 
65. Md. 
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I 
De la Warr in 1570, had been attainted in his early career 
on a charge of the attempted poisoning of his uncle, the 
previous holder of the title, and disinherited., and had only 
66 
been restored in blood in 1563. He was reliable politically., 
67 
but not powerful. Baron Howard of Effingham was not a 
Sussex man. 
Consequently$ to a very great extont,, from 1569 on,, Lord 
Buckhurst was the government's right-hand man in Sussex. He 
was the Queen's cousin and a friend of Burghley to whom he 
even wrote in August., . 1573., suggesting a marriage between his 
own son., Robert Sackville., and Burghleyls daughter., Elizabeth., 
68 
negotiations which, however., came to nothing. 
Only once during the reign was the political firmament 
overclouded for Buckhurst. That was when the Queen adopted 
a highly critical attitude towards his conduct of peace 
negotiations with Spain after Leicester's return from the Low 
Countries in 1586. Buckhurst and Teicester were members of 
rival factions on the Privy Council at this time, Buckhurst 
being a supporter of Burghley through whose influence he had 
69 
been admitted, so that during Buckhurst's absence, his 
influence with the Queen was probably undermined by his 
66. D. N. B. 
67. R=vently he was not in sympathy with the recalcitrant 
peers in 1569 as a rumour was then circulating that he had 
accused the Earl of Arundel of treason. There appears to have been no substantiating evidence for this, but it does, 
perhaps., throw some light on his political sympathies. (See H. M. C. Hatfield MSS 1., 428,452 & 436). He sat, later$ 
on th-et-r-lals of tEe--Dudke of Norfolk and of the Earl of 
Arundel. (D. N. 
68. B. M. Lansd. ='j- 
., 
M, art. l9, f. 39 et seqq. 
69. MSSiijo 136-7. 
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political opponents. She recalled him abruptly in June, 1587, 
and he was placed under house arrest for several months before 
70 
being restored to liberty and the Queents favour. 
On the 15th September, 15872 he wrote a pathetic letter 
to the Queen, begging to be restored to favour. He said: - 
"Most gracious Sovereign, although the burden of my 
sorrows so heavily oppressing my poor heart, in respect 
of my restraint from your Majesty's presence2 hath oft 
times moved me., by some mean of suit to your Highness., 
to have sought release thereof long ere this; yet have 
I hitherto., to my exceeding grief, even willingly for- 
borne to attempt the same, being nformed that my Lord 
of Leicester hath advertised that he meant to charge me 
with matters of no small moment concerning your Majesty. 
And therefore did resolve with myself first to answer 
all accusations that should be brought against me, and 
then to humble myself a suitor, and not before. Now 
therefore his Lordship., after so long a time of delay, 
having sent over his objections against me, and under- 
standing that your Highness hath most graciously vouch- 
safed to read mine answers , 
to the same, whereby it is made 
manifest unto you that this my 10 weekst banishment from 
your royal presence hath not had his foundation from any 
fail of duty to your Highness (whom God doth know that I 
do honour, love and reverence even in the highest degree 
of all loyal faith and duty) but only for particular mis- 
likes and mistakings of his Lordship against me; and those 
also set down altogether in generalities and uncertainties 
and utterly without proof at all; being matters merely 
misinformed unto his Lordship; I trust it may sequ, abund- 
antly nufficient ... that for the cause and quarrels of 
a private man, and but a subject as myself, I should be 
thus long time disgraced and deprived from your princely 
face and presence; the desired sight whereof, "I protest 
to God,, is even the chiefest joy and comfort that this 
world can give me. So as in this sort to be so long time 
'. banished from the same must surely have brought even an 
utter wrack*and ruin to my afflicted mind had not the 
, consollmation of a guiltless conscience 
greatly comforted 
me; having withal a settled and r esolfte heart, and such . ., P 
as in all humility both of love and fear,, and that even (contd. ) 
70. D. N. B.; see also Cal. S. P. D. 1581-"00., 420,, no. 63; 422., no. 14; 
End A. F. C., 1587-8% 176-7. 
-W 
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with dread and trembling to displease., doth stand in awe 
of God and of your Majesty, but not of any subject what- 
soever; most humbly beseeching your Majesty not to suffer 
this disgrace any longer to oppress my grieved mind, who, 
have with all fidelity., care and duty.. sought to further 
your best service without particular regard to any; and 
that I may behold that rare and royal f ace, the only sight 
whereof hath power to raise up and recomfort, my woeful 
heart., which hath so long time mourned and languished for 
the lack thereof. And so., expecting this graceand comfort 
from your Majesty.. I beseech the Almight7GOd to bless and 
preserve your Highness with as long and prosperous a reign 
as over prince in earth did yet enjoy. - From my poor 
house at London, this 15th day of September., 1587. tv 
(Unsigned, but endorsed-. - A petition to her Ma 
restored in favour from Lord Buckhurst) .( 71 
ýesty to be 
Eight days later., in a letter to Burghleyj, enclosing a 
copy of his petition to the Queen.. Buckhurst described the 
reception it received at her hands. She was., 
t1at the first., most graciously bent for mine access unto 
her presence. But within a while after, falling into a 
new rehearsal of mislikes and, that which most of all 
doth grieve me, making the quarrels of my Lord of T-eicester 
now the challengers of her Majesty.. she became quite 
, altered 
from her first intention, and thereby left me unto 
a new suit and means for mine access, unto her presence. 
Thus rolleth my fortune upon the wheel of sorrows and 
uncertainties,, and my comfort still upon protractions, which 
is a most strange thing unto me,, when I, consider what herein 
I have merited, what heretofore my former service hath 
deserved, what I have always been and will be to her Majesty, 
and uhat withal even her Highness' self hath pleased to be 
evermore to me, yea,, and I am surej, still is in her most 
gracious heart towards me; and, last of all, both what his 
lordship is, and what T am myself; and that all this not- 
withstanding., I should, be thus disgraced for a private man's 
respect. Much better had it been for me that I had never 
found favour in her royal sight, which now doth but renew 
grief unto my heart by remembrance of that wonted grace and 
goodness which it hath pleased her Majesty heretofore so 
oft and benignly to bestow on me, whereby so many of my 
friends, which now have quite forsaken mep did then esteem 
me for so happy a man, and I myself did think I stood upon 
so great a surety. But lo) what is the faith and fortune 
of this world., where neither state nor friends are certain., (contd. ) 
71. H. M. C. Hatfield MSS, 111., 280-1. 
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nor Prince's favours may be made freehold: I'Sola 
salus servire Deo, sunt cetera fraudes. 11 
Wherefore I beseech your lordshipp by whose 
friendly dealing for me I confess I have received 
chiefest consolation in this my trouble.. that once 
more -you will please to move her Majesty on my 
behalf., and that these protractions of mine access 
to her presence may not thus still strain my heart 
upon the rack and torment of mine inward sorrows., 
but that they may have their end, and my poor heart 
the comfort he so much desireth . 4, . 
1, (72) 
By the beginning of 1588.. it was thought by the Earl 
of Leicester's best friends at Court that he viould be wide 
to seek reconciliation with Buckhurst if he wanted to 
73 
continue to enjoy the Queen's good opinion. It was clearly 
well known that the Queents displeasure would not last long. 
In February, 1588, Buckhurst was still negotiating fox, 
74 
permission to return to Court. But on the 4th September., 
75 
1588., Leicester died. In December, 1590., Backhurst was 
so far in favour once more as to be granted the office of 
76 
Chief Butler of England and Wale s for life., and from then 
72. H. I. I. C. Hatfield LISS, 111., 283-4. For further correspondence 
M-ring this per and the causes of Laicesterls emity 
see H. M. C. 2nd Report., 44 and 45, and B. M. Add. MS-48078o 
pass3. m; B. M. Add. MS--48116 ff. 51-79b., and 81-84a; 
and--A-. M. Add. MS, 48i27, ff. 20-19b. 
73. Cal. S. P. D.., 1581-90., 456., no. l. 
74. Ibid., 46; &., nob9. 
75. D. N. B... sub "Dadley". 
76. Cat"T. -S. P. D., 1581-90,702., no. 51. See also Appendix 31. 
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.. on his political career was assured. In May, 1599 he 77 
became Lord Treasurer in succession to Burghley. 
000& 
Such were the peers of Sussex during Elizabethts 
reign,, and their attitudes towards the existing regime. 
It remains to examine hovv fart heir political 
groupings were reflected among the lesser families of 
the county. 
77. But even after this he had some bitter enemies 
who attempted unsuccessfully to ruin his reputation 
with charges of gross corruption and political 
-intrigue. 
See H. M. G. Hatfield ITSýi# xii. 565-7; and 
the libel case in the Star Chamber in 44 Eliz,, $ 
ý, Attorney-General v. Anthony Atkinson et al. 
(P. R. O. St. Ch. 5, Eliz... A. 39/40 and A. ZZT, 38); and 
Cal. S. F. D., 1601-3 and Addend&-ý-,, 144,, 209,220. See 
also, H. M. C. Hatr1eid L, 133 x 295j6 5., 406s for the ilýckhurst by his son-in- embarrassment causeefo 
law., Sir Henry Glcmhamts interview with Father 
Parsons in R6mb in 1600. 
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CHAPTER II. 
Trends among the untitled gentry. 
In the manuscript referredto at the beginning of the 1 
previous chapter, the writer seems to have had nearly as 
poor an opinion of the gentry of Sussex as he did of its 
noblemen. Of the "gentýlmen" he virote, 
tIMost of the Sreatest revenue ill affected as Gages.., 
Carrels, Shell7e 
,s etc., 
divers week and indifferent 
that follow the. 'noblemen being of the Commission for 
the Peace*" 
The remedy he proposes for such a state of affairs is., 
"To remove such of them from the Commission as are 
suspect or week and followers only of those noble 
men as Mr -Carrel. late put in being a Itnowen papist 
e, and to place other more suer beeing religious Ld 
ivise and for wealth as able in their stead or at 
least with them as Ivir lunsford.. Mr I-Jay., Lir Pellam 
and Mr Boyer Counsellers at lawe, Mr Boyer gent. Q. Iman., 
and to call Mr Morley and other owt of the ports to 
serve the countrey. 11 
There seems little reason to doubt but that,,,, there was 
a strong under-current of recusancy in Elizabeth, ýx*n SussGxs 
that many of the gentry were sympathetic to the old, dis; - 
contented peerage and that these elements of unres't were to 
be found even on the Commission of the Peace. 
At the accession of Elizabeth, it is probable that 
there were no radical changes, in the composition of the 
Commission of the Peace for Sussex,, thoughp in the absence of 
1. P. R. O. v S. P. 12/165, no. 22* 
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lists of J. P's for the years immediately beforehand., there 
2 
is no complete proof of this. The ecclesiastical settle- 
ment of 1559 did not immediately divide the country into 
clearly defined groups of protagonists and antagonists. 
It was not even clear that a reconciliation with Rome was 
beyond the bounds of the possible. Thus, the roles adopted 
by some characters at the beginning of the reign seem sometimes 
a little incongruous in the light of later events. For 
instance, in 15640 we find Thomas Sackville acting as an 
envoy from Rome to Queen Elizabeth in an effort on the Pope's 
3 
behalf to restore the Supremacy of the Holy See. Yet he 
was., in after years, one of the few apparently anti-papal 
peers among the Sussex nobility. ýIt was, in f act, only 
gradually that political and religious groupings among the 
Sussex gentry emerged. 
The first systematic attempt to investigate the 
attitude of tho J. P's to the Elizabethan Settlement came in 
1564 when the Privy Caancil wrote to the archbishops and 
4 
bishops on the 17th October, asking them to classify those 
who were J. P's according as they were favourable$ indifferent 
or hostile to the proceedings of the Government. in-, -m9tters 'of 
2. Comparison of the lists of J. P's for July., 1559, and Junes 
1560 (P. R. O. A. 35/1 Sc A. 35/2) with that for Fdb... 1554, (Cal. Pat. Rolls, 1563-4.. 24)., the only complete. list extant 
f3-F Sussex In Mary'3 reign., suggests this. 
3. C. G. Baynes. - AnSlo-Roman Relations, 1558-65, (Oxford 
Historical and Literary Studies., 1 , Ox]f-o`r-ff, 1913), 205-208. 4. "Letters from the bishops to the Privy Council., 156411., ed. Me Bateson$ (Canden Miscellany,, Jx), Preface, p, iii. 
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religion, and to name those who.. in their opinion, were fit 
to be put into office and those who shcald be removed. The 
result was the bishops' letters of 1564 to the Privy Councilp 
classifying the local J. Pts,,. and other gentry besides., 
according as they supported or opposed the Settlement of 5 
1559 and, presumably, the Thirty-Nine Articles, passed by 
Convocation in 1563., though not yet given legal sanction. 
In the letter of the Bishop of Chichester to the Privy 
Council., an analysis is given of the gentry of the diocese, 
which was virtually co-terminous with the county, in two 
6 
divisions, East and West, In each of these divisions. 4 
the gentry are subdivided into "Justices of the Peace which 
be favourers of religion and godly orders"., "Justices of the 
Peace which be mislikers of religion and godly proceedings". 
"Gentlemen being no Justices, favourers of godly proceedings". 
and "Gentlemen being no justices, mislikers of godly orders". 
Nearly all of those who were described as J. P's who 
were "mislikers of religion and godly proceedings" were put 
off the Commission in 1564, - namely, in West Sussex, Mr. 
Villiam Shelley of Michelgrove, Mr. William Dawtrey of Pet- 
worth and Mr. Edmund Ford of Harting; and in East Sussex, 
Sir Edward Gage of Firle, Mr. John Thatcher, Mr. Richard 
Covert, Mr. William Culpepper, Mr. Henry Poole of Ditchlings 
Mr. Thomas Parker of V-1illingdon, Mr. Thomas Darrell of 
5. Ibid.. 
1 op 8 et seqq. 
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Scotney and Mr. Roberts. Mr. Edward Bellingham of 
Newtimber in East Sussex,, though described in the same termsp 
was, for some reason,, left on the Commission. Some of the 
others were re-appointed within a few years, Mr. Richard 
Covert in 1566, Mr. Dawtrey in 1568, and Mr. Parker of 
7 
Willingdon in 1569. Mr. Dawtrey, who had been labelled 
"superstitious" in 1564, apparently continued to give trouble, 
refusing to subscribe to the enforcement of the Act of 
Uniformity as de; =ded of all the J. Pfs in December., 1569. 
He does notappear on the list of J. Pts after 1570. Mr. 
8 
Covert, however, submitted and continued to be a J. P. from 
9 
1566 continuously until his death in 1579. 
Without delving deeply into the enormous and complex 
subject of recusancy in Sussex under Elizabethp it is clear 
that there were several influential families among the gentry 
who were a constant source of suspicion and alarm to the 
authorities and who were more or less closely identified with 
the aristocratic intrigues which were going on until the 
middle of the 1580's. Bishop Curtis of Chichester who was 
10 
consecrated in May, 1570, 
-was 
seriously alarmed at the state 
of affairs in his diocese, and on 24th March, 1577, he 
reported to Walsingham that those who were backward in religion 
were growing more stubborn since hearing the report of the 
7. P. R. O. A. 35/8/3; A. 35/10-/1; A. 35/11/1- 
8. Cal. S. P. D., 1547-80,352. 
9. tters from the bishops., etc. fl (Camden Misc. ix), 10n. 
10. sUT-ýrAlchara Curteys". 
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advent of Don John of Austria to the Netherlands. He 
recommended that the oath of supremacy should be administered 
at the next quarter sessions, but apparently took action 
himself, citing all the J. P's and many of the gentlemen of 
the county publicly to appear and subscribe to certain 
articles in Chichester Cathedral. His action was deeply 
resented by many of the gentry who considered themselves 
above suspicion, and, in a letter of 13th April$ 1577, Sir 
Thomas Palmer and others bitterly complained of the affair 
12 
to the Earl of Arundel. In a 1tter to the Council dated 
13 
17th April$ 1577, the Bishop defended his action., but it was 
clear that he had made a blunder, having proceeded against a 
14 
number of gentlemen who were really quite sound. However., 
there were influential recusant families in Sussex which 
might well have caused uneasiness, and prominent among them 
were the Gages., the Carylls and the Shelleys. 
The recusancy records are full of reports of them and 
15 
of others. Members of each of these three families fell 
foul of the law at one time or another during the reign, 
Edward_Gage of Bentley being imprisoned in the Marshalsea in 
16 
August, 1580 for t1obstinacy in Poperyt'., and John Gage of 
11. Cal. S. P. D., 1547-80,539, no. 45. 
12. Ibj-cL.., b4?... no, 13-. 
13. UFal-, S. P. D., 1547- o. 42, no. 20. 
14. ral. S. P. D., 1547-SU, 543, no. 29, & 544, nos. 30-35 49 & 50. 
15'. Nee W. S. G. R. O., D-. R. O.., 90/l/37,, and the Covert PaPers 
in the'B. M., Harl. MS, 703. 
16. A. P. C., 1580-81$ 153, and A. P. C., 1581-821 296. 
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17 
Firle being simultaneously imprisoned in the Fleet and being 
released the following year after entering into bonds for 
18 
Z19000. Edward Gage was apparently less fortunate, since 
his wife was still petitioning for his release early in 
19 
1583. Both of them were at liberty on the 22nd October, 
1585, being then required to furnish light horses for the 
20 
Low Countries as a token of their goodwill to the government. 
However', in September., 1566., Walsingham ordered that one 
should be sent to the Clinkand the other to the Counter in 
21 
Vtood Street, and in January, 1590, John Gage was co=itted 
22 
to the Tcwer; in March, 1591 he was deep in trouble with 
23 
Topeliffe. 
By August., 1591., John Gage was apparently living still 
in close confinement, at his house at Leighton in Essex 
whence he was given permission to leave on a visit to Sussex 
"for the dispatch of your necessary business" and on account 
24 
of the death during that month of his brother Thomas. This 
concession vias,, however, made only on condition he gave 
"sureties" for his return to Leighton. In May, 1593, 
permission was given by the Council for him to return to his 
house at Firle in Sussex on the grounds of ill-healths since 
he could more conveniently be cared for there than where he 
17. A. P. C.; 1580-81; 152. 
18. A. P. C. 94 & 148- 19. 
19. Cal. S. P. D., 1581-t9O-, 104. 
20. Cal. -S. P. D.,, 1581-190.,, 276, no. 38. 
21. B. M., 'Hari. MS, 703-., f. 23b. 
22. A. P. C. t 1590-11.. 207. 23. C-al. S. P. D. , 1591- 1 21 24. P. M: of Thomas Gage, P. R. O. C. 142/ 
Se5 also H. M. C. Hatfield L, 13SI-ivp 264. 
-w 
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was, by that time in the custody of Mr. Thomas Culpepper. 
The Price of this concession was the payment by Gage of a 
bond of Z500 "to her Majestyls use" and an undertaking by 
him "that he depart not anie time above - (Blank in MS) 
miles from his said house at Firlow til he be further 
- 25 licenzed to the contrary". In February,, 3-595., he was 
summoned to appear before the Council, but he pleaded 
, 
severe 
illness., so that in March., the Council wrote to the President 
Of the College of Physicians. asking him "to make choice of 
some doctor of phisicke about London that Is kacnvne to be 
well affected in religion to be sent to the said yr Gage 
to see in what state he isq and to certefy the same unto us 
Upon his othe". The expenses of this medical examination 
26 
were to be borne by Ivir Gage. John Gage died in October., 27 
1598. 
His cousin, Edward Gage of Bentleys was, in the 
autumn of 1592,, under the surveillance of Mr. Richard 
28 
Shelley and., in November the Privy Council gave permission 
for him to be released for a month to attend to business 
connected with the funeral of the late Viscount Montague by 
whom he had been nominated an executor. This relaxation of 
restrictions on his movements had to be renewed from time to 29 
time during the disposal of the late Viscount's estate. 
25* A,, P. C., 11592-13,., 229.26. A. 
P. C. 21595-16. q 
208,02340294. 
27.3ee Section III. - 28. A. P. C., 1592 329. This Richard Shelley was of the ratcham. 
branch of 
th'e family and not a recusant (see Comber, 
(Lewes 
centre), 247 et seqq; A. p. C, j5ao-_tll50; and Assize 
Rolls 
for S, E. Circuit, lists-or--Yu--ssex, J. F's, 107-5-1594 (P. R. O. 
A, 35ý17-36); see also H. M. C. Hatfield LISS ivo264. 
P. 29. ., 1592-13,17,, 149-, 
-; 152'-. 
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Edward Caryllj, Receiver to Philip Howard, Earl of 
Arundel., was, almost inevitably, involved in his master's 
intrigues in the early 15601s. He was mentioned by the Earl 
as being present at his last meeting with Charles Arundel 
and Lord Paget before the flight of these t-; '; o conspirators 
30 31 
overseas., and was accordingly examined on the. subject. 
32 
Apparently, Caryll was,, for a time., imprisoned in the Tower., 
but was subsequently released and restored to the Commission 
33 
of the Peace. 
But., the Sussex gentleman who becar pe most deeply 
involved in political intrigue was William. Shelley of Michel- 
grove; he was implicated., together with the Sth Earl of 
Northumberland in the Throgmorton conspiracy and, in February, 
1585, was put on trial before the Court of IKing's Benchp with 
several others., for high treason. A fall account of the trial 
34 
is contained in the lansdovine MSS, 
The accusation was that he, 
"Beinge moved thereunto by the insti6acon of the devill 
the xvth daye of September in the 25th yere of her ,. Iatlea 
Raigne at Clapham aforesaid and at divers other dayes and 
tymes before and after as well at Clapham aforesaid as in 
other places within that Countie of Sussex did maliciously 
and traiterously Conspire Imagin aýd Compas not only the 
deprivacon and deposinge of her Ma iO., but also her death 
and destruccon, and to stirre and raise up sedicon 
Rebellion and Insurreccon within this Realme and the 
government thereof, and the Religion therein rightly and 
(Contd. ) 
30. C. R. S. Pabns, xxi, 46.. 
31. 
32. P. R. O. - A. 35/271 1585. 
33. F. R. O., v A. 36/33, Jan and'June, 1591. 34. B. M. Lansd... I., S., 45., no, 75,, f. 164 et seqq. 
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godly established, to alter and to procure and move 
straungers and enemyes unto her matle in Warlyke 
manner to invade the Realme and to make warr against 
her Matie in the same Realme. " 
The indictment went on to rehearse how Charles Paget 
Esq.., Ila traiter and Publique enemye to her Ilatiett., having 
the same ends in view came from abroad to Petvorth to treat 
in this matter with Henry., Earl of Northumberland., "and 
others of qualetie in those parties".. and how William Shelley., 
shortly afterwards., set out from his mansion house called 
Michelgrove and had an assignment with Paget "in a certain 
wood in Patchinge called Patchinge Copes". There the 
traitors were accused of conferring together as to "hovie and 
in what place this Realme might most aptly be invaded by 
straungers and enemyes to her matie and by what meanes 
Marye late Queen of Scotts might be set at libertie and the 
Religion nowe established within this Realme at their 
pleasures altered and the state of the Comon weale of this 
Realme wholye overthrovine and destroyed. " 
In reply Shelley "humbled himself verie lovily and 
dewtifully to the conmissioners and sayd that'he perceaved 
the substance of the indictment" ... but he protested 
I'verie vehemently that he was-drawne into those accons only 
by the Erle of Northumberland. " He said he had not, been 
aware of the purpose of Paget's coming to England or to 
retworth and indeed at the time of his arrival was himself 
first in Herefordshire and then in London. However, passing 
into Sussex to see his house and family about five days 
259 
after the arrival of the said Paget, he received from the 
latter a scroll of paper intimating that he had arrived and 
would like to see Shelley before his departure, and u6ing a 
pseudonym. Shortly after., Shelley received an invitation 
from the Earl of Northumberland to come hunting with him at 
Petworth, which he, Shelley,, accepted. When he arrived at 
Petivorth on the morning of the llth September, 25 Elizabeth, 
he was informed by the Earl that there was a gentleman 
anxious to speak with him and, after dinner, a secret meeting 
was arranged between them. The gentleman turned out to be 
Paget. After some conversation on the subject of religion 
they arranged to meet again at a house belonging to one 
V111liam Davios at Patching. Subsequently Shelley and Paget 
had a series of meetings., discussing "the invasion of the 
Realme then intended by the Duke of Guise and assisted by 
the pope and Spanish kinge for the advancement of the Scottish 
Queen and setting her at libertie, -, aw and for alteracon of 
the State and religion nowe professed within the Realme and 
restitucon of the Romishe". Paget advised Shelley that the 
Earl would do all he could for the Scottish Queen and that 
if there were any stirs particularly in the North parts, he, 
Shelley, should follow the Earl in all things and do as he 
did., "for he was, as Paget sayd, the only noble man of 
England for force and conduct and had greate strength in the 
North partess sayenge withall that Susse-du was noe good place 
- to land the forces in for that the havens'there were barred 
and the people most protestants, and for that it was soe 
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nere London where the harte of her Ila 
ties 
strength was 9** 
if 
The indictment was then resumed and the substance and 
details Of the plot laid bare. In this figured many notables 
including the Duke of Lennox., the Duke of Guise., the Pope., 
Philip II# Mendoza, Francis and Thomas Throgmorton, Paget, 
the Earls of Northumberland and Arandel., Shelley himself 
and a number of Catholic sympathisers among the J. Pfs who 
11sholde after the landinge of those foreign forcs., upon 
Pretence'to levye people to joyne in defence of her ma 
tie 
tO. rne them beinge levyed wholy against her and to the ayde 
Of her, enemyes. 11 
It appeared that the Duke of Guise, unlike Paget, 
favOured a landing in Sussex "in respecte of the conveniencye 
Of the Passage and the nearnes to Depe (Dieppe] in Normandye 
abowt which place he laye all that somer. But to have 
resOlucon of such doubts and impedirtients as might be obiected., 
abowte the beSinninge of September that yere Charles Paget 
was sent over into Sussex to vdiwe the sea coaste and havens 
there for the Comedetie of those places in landinge of forcs 
And to sownd the Erles of Arundell and Northumberland and 
Other Principall men in these parties f or their opinions 
therein and what aydes and relief woulde be geven that waie. . 
11 
It appears that Shelley subsequently consented to be an 
intermediary between Charles Paget and the Earl, but wbeno 
in Novemberx Francis Throgmorton was arrestedo Northumberland 
became afraid and asked Shelley to get passages to convey away 
Paget and Charles Arundel, which Shelley duly did. 
All those 
I 
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persons who had been connected with the incident of their 
visit were also removed from the district. Northumberland 
adjured Shelley Ilyf he were brought in question" to "conceale 
hym the same Enle as much as he coulde and confesse of 
him noe more than he sholde be driven unto". However,, the 
departure of Paget and Arundel leaked out and the Earl of 
Northumberland and Shelley were both committed to the Tower, 
but there managed to keep in touch for some time so that 
Ifeche by meanes of some messengers that passed between them 
understood what the other had confessed". But after "Easter 
last past" they were more closely restrained and Ileftsoones 
comytted to close prisonti-so that they lost touch. The 
Earl however, managed to convey a message to Shelley by 
means of a chamber maid, advising him to stand by his first 
confessions and go no further. Shelley replied that their 
cases were no longer alike, "for he was to be dealt with in 
other sorte than the Erle colde belt,, and that it was time for 
him, Shelley, to tell the truth. When Shelley then sent the 
Earl a list of his confessions in writing, the latter grew 
very melancholy, saying Shelley had Itundonett him, The Earl 
also managed at about this time to procure himself a dagger 
and a pistol which he hid in the mattress of his bed., by 
means of which., on Monday the 21st of June, 1585, at about 
one o'Clock in the morning, he destroyed himself, realising 
that the full revelation of his part in the conspiracy would 
be the overthrow and ruin of his house. 
22- 62 
Vhen asked by the Clerk of the Cro%un what reason he 
could give why judgment should not be given against him., 
Shelley answered only that he had been drawn into the affair 
by the Earl of Northumberland, 'land otherTiyse had not dealt 
therein and was nowe only to sybmytt hym self to her maties 
mereye. 1' 
He was found guilty and a sentence of death passed, but 
35 
it was not carried out., though his estates were confiscated 
36 
and he wass till a prisoner in February, 1593. He died on 
37 
the 15th April. 9 39 Elizabeth. 
Such was the fate of a Sussex gentleman who followed 
too closely the lead given by the older aristocracy in the 
county. 
SSSS 
Turning now from those who were hostile to those who 
supported the status quo., it was shown in the last chapter 
that., down to 1569., the county was virtually dominated by 
Henry Fitzalan, Earl of Arundel. He was sole Lord Lieutenant 
of thý county down to November., 1569., and the county M. P's 
of 1559 and 1563 were probably friends of his. 
In November,, 1569,, however., Lord Buckhurst,, Viscount 
Montague and William West became joint Lords Lieutenant of 
Sussex in his place., There were too., appointed, as their 
deputies,, three of the outstandýng gentlemen of the county,, 
35. S. A. C., lv, 284. 
36. Cal. g. P. D., 1591-14 316-318. See also H. M. C. Hatfield TASSp 
tv., 215 -t - 
37. B. & C., v 62 et seqq. 
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naraely Sir '--, ihomas of V. -istoi-I -31--r 'i'hornas Of L 
,, Da--, -! aa.,. i AnCL ',.. alter- Covert of SlauLhaj, l. As ac okment on t-he 
sta. bility of the a6., ---ir,., str,, a'U-ive macI-----`iOry of the counic. -7., in 
spite of the under cu. -re-. -it of _)olitical 
ilitriLý----e withi2: 1 it, 
it i-aight be nointed out tlciat '.. alter Covert remained a : bcu-*-- y U, 
Lie, 
-iteýaa tit until a. 
Lý 
L il:, ' -ýIýL 01 3 7'ter t1ae c-, aa of the reik ii zif5 j 
2al-mer of Parham until li.. s death ill 1.582 vl-cýi "! ', 0 
a-, )parently succeeded by 6ii, 2nomas -Pall-i-ieo of wl-io 
continued in office to the end of t, --. e rei-a; 3"ý-, '-Ioi-ias 
,, vhe n Inc., ', --iad 3hirley was 
latejý de-orived c). L 1-iis (, `-ati, i 1- 01 
Got hii-aself '--iopcl%-ss1-y c": 1- Ca 1t I-e- S. 
3y !,,. ay., 1591. Nichol, -)3 of Ratton 1. -iact, it is tmie, been 
appointed an additional Deý)utyLieute-. aant sinc-- Sir Th c).; ia s, 
a1c1ýaIicITho, - I ir ýs1-Lý. r -. le, yiýeiiiSusseso1itt1zad 
in Juncz,, rid Thor. aas Pelna-., -, wece also 1601 ., obert Sackville m 
added to the existin- cluota of DepUty Lieutenarits. '-PLlt- ti-ie r-ý - 
conti-ouity v; as, re ma r kmb le . 
If the list of nanes of col-inty i-, iei.., abers lor 3usscýý fo. 
the rei-n be studied too continaity will a-ain be fou-nd to C. ) .9 C-3 
be the dominant not(-,,. it was shown in the previo-as cha. )ter 
that the county for 1059 and 1563 were very probably 
,- Deei? in Sussex friendly to the 'Earl of Arundel, the leadin, 
_1 - 
down to 1569. Afte-r 1569., the county seats were frequently 
occupied by friends or suo--,, orters of BucldiLirst.. whose own son,, 
RT -ie county as many as four times before obert, represented tl 
the end of the reign, - in 1084,1593,1597 and 160 
30. V. Su, )j, n-,., -AZ08, --t seqq. 39. See Appendix 2. 
40. Ibid. 
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On only one occasion does there appear to have been 
any very definite effort on the part of candidates independent 
of., or hostile to.. his influence to capture the county seats. 
That was in 1584 when Herbert Pelham and George Goring stood 
for election, challenging Robert Sackville, Buckhurstfs son, 
and Sir Thomas Shirley. Their effrontery provoked two 
letters still to be found among the Covert papers in the 
British Museum and written, one by Viscount Montague on the 
3rd November, 1584, and the other by Lord Buckhurst himself 
on the 30th October,, 1584., to Walter Covert., then sheriff of 
Surrey and Sussex. The text of Buckhurstfs letter is as 
follmvs :. 
"Cosyn Covert, I here that Mr Herbert Pelham and 
Mr G, Goringe do stand to be the knights of the shyre 
and as you frendle offred me your furtherance if nede 
were so now though I doubt not of anie great need yet 
wold I be glad to use the help of my frends in this 
cause for Sir Thomas Sherlie and my sonne. And so 
leavinge it to your selfe to write to such as you shall 
thincke good I comitt you to god this 30 of october 1584. 
Al your assured. 
T. Bu c1chur st (41) 
That of Viscount Montagae reads thus: - 
"With my right hartie comendacons the choice' of 
the knights for this parliament beinge in this sher on 
thursdaie next I have thought good to signifie unto you that both sondrie noble men and gentlemen with my selfe have thought Mr Robert Sackfild and Sir Thomas Sherley 
most fit for the same, yf the countrie shall like so to 
make choice And albeit I knowe not noyther heard of anie 
meantion or request made otherwise, yet do I praie you to make my wishe and desire to be knowen to the freholders 
there as for two suche as I thinck most fitt and to whom 
I have geven my consent and earnestlie request my frends to do the dame. In much hast I comitt yo, to god Cowdrie, 
my howse the iii of November 1584. 
Your loving frends 
Anthonie Montague"*' (42) 
41. B. M. Harl. MS., 703s f. 19b. 
42. BoM. Harl. MS,, 703, f. 18b. 
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Robert Sackville and Sir Thomas Shirley were., in 
f act, returned. 
Yet,, more lies behind this incident than meets the 
eye. There were members of both the Goring and the Pelham 
families'Who, were persistently hostile to Lord Backhurst 
and would no doubt have given much to break his monopoly of 
power in the county. The Gorings, the Pelhams and the 
Sackvilles were among the oldest families in the county and 
it was only to be expected that members of the first two of 
these would show signs of resentment at the success of the 
Sackvilles and the elevation of one of them to the Peerage. 
This irritation was never far below the surface and from 
time to time during the reign petty incidents occurred which 
brought it to life. 
There wasg. for example,, a dispute in 1570 between Lord 
Buckhurst and Henry Goring of Burton, then sheriff of Surrey 
and Sussex, over the appointment of a bailiff to the Hundred 
of Loxfield of which Buckhurst was himself steward. In a 
letter of the 28th April., 1570,, Lord Buckhurst wrote to the 
inhabitants of the Hundred of Loxfield telling them he had 
been informed that the sheriff of the county had appointed 
a bailiff to their Hundred, quite disregarding the rights of 
the Steward of the Hundred (himself] in the matter., and that 
he had overridden the traditional liberties of the people of 
the Hundred themselves. This had happened at the last 
sessions with the support of one or two justices$ "all the 
rest being silent removed from the exercise of his office". 
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Buckhurst said he had examined the various ancient charters 
of the Hundred and consulted elderly persons in the matter 
but found that there was no precedent for such hiFh-handed 
action. He therefore charged all the inhabitants of 
Loxfield Hundred to support him and his nominee to the post 
of badliff of the Hundred., and not to accept any other,, and., 
if any intruder were to appear., then they were. to notify 
43 
Buckhurst in writing so that he might take legal proceedings. 
Again, in 1572 there was a serious quarrel, this time 
between Buckhurst and both Henry and George Goring over the 
rights of felling timber on the manor of Balneth near Lewes. 
Backhurst explained the %Ihole story in a letter of 23rd Aprilj, 
44 
1572 to John Pelham of Iaughton., then sheriff of the county. 
It seems that there was a skirmish and George Goring had 
summoned John Pelham to his aid on the pretext that he 
required the sheriff's help in keeping the peace; he also 
called in Mr. Edward Bellingham and his own brother, Henry. 
Buckhurst. expressed surprise that Pelham should have allowed 
himself to be drawn into this matter by Goring, even if he 
were Sheriff. However., in his reply., Pelham took Goring1s 
part and said that Buckhurst had far more men on the scene 
than Goring and that he had only intervened by virtue of his 
45 
office and to prevent a breach of the peace. 
43. B. M. Add. MS., 33,084, f, 8. 
44. B. M. Add. MS. 2 3300840 f. 12. 45. Ibid. 2 f. 14. 
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In this same year., while Pelham was sheriff, the 
unfriendly relations that existed between him and his cousin, 
Lord Buckhurst, are further illustrated in the tone of two 
letters, one of them from Buckharst, rather curtly requesting 
Pelham to send on an enclosed letter to Viscount Montague 
"and that you fail not thereof for that the service may 
thereby be much ympeached whereunto I wishe you to have due 
consideracon. " 
46 
In reply., John Felham., 11not mynding to 
be any messenger of I yours"O returned Buckhurst? s letter to 
Viscount Montague with a very rude comment about Buchhurstfs 
parsimony in enclosing a letter "to spare s shilling two in 
-your purse., for to what other end you shold do it I cannot 
devise. This letter of -yours to my Lord Montague was as nere 
him being in your hands as in myne. And in sending it fortie 
myles aboute and more to me I cannot perceave yt you have such 
care of the spedie serving of her majestie as by your letter 
47 
-you wold seem to have. " 
In September, 1575., a further letter was written by 
Buckhurst to Pelham,, this time apologising for the rough 
behaviour of his keeper towards the latter when he entered 
his park., and saying that the keeper had pleaded that he had 
I 
not known that there had been a reconciliation between these 
two gentlemen after a poaching incident that had taken place 
two years previously. Bueldiurst begged Pelham's forgiveness 
46. Ibid.., f. 25. 
4U. ib=. o f. 27. 
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and invited him to hunt in his park with his friends as soon 
48 
as he wished. 
It is clear, however, from a further letter from 
Pelham to Buckhurst written in January, 1579, that all was 
49 
not well between them. Pelham asked whether the price of 
friendship between them was that he should himself always 
have to admit having committed grievous wrongs against 
Buckhurst though he felt that he himself was far behind 
Buckhurst in this and that Buckhurst was the real source of 
the dispute. Pelham suggested in conclusion that Buckhurst 
should choose two or three or more noblemen to act as judges 
between them, Itto be indiferente judges whether that you 
have iniured me or I you and whether of us hath geven the 
greatest caus of thys myslike betweene us .. for that I 
do knowe that the unkindnes betweene us is knowen and spoken 
of both in courte and shire in bothe wyche places I would 
gladlye kepe my credite or els be condemned as I have 
deserved. " 
50 
Within two years Jotin Pelham was dead. Perhaps it is 
significant that it was in 1586 that his brother and eventual 
heir, Thomas., became a county member for Sussex,, the year 
when Buckhurst was in the Low Countries, and soon before the 
51 
latterts temporary disgrace. Herbert Pelham of Buckstepes 
48. B. M. Add. 33., 084, f. 17 et seqq. 
49. Ibid. 0 f. 23. 50. N; -eSection III. 
51. V. supra., 246ýet seqq. John Pelham had been a county 
member in 1571 before BuckhurstIs ascendancy in the 
county was fully established. 
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who stood as a candidate for one of the county seats in 1584 
and was set aside at the behe8"t of Buckhurst.. was the cousin 
of John and Thomas Pelham. 
Herbert Pelham., himself, seems to have had a somewhat 
uphill career.. perhaps partly owing to the feud between his 
family and Lord Buckhurst who might, otherwise, have smoothed 
the way for him a little. On the 25th Aprilo 1582., he was 
summoned before the Council and questioned as to why he had 
refused the office of sheriff. Pelham replied it was 
because he was living in Winchelsey, within the liberty of 
the Cinque Ports, and therefore thought he was exempted by 
charter from all offices outside that liberty. This he now 
confessed to be an error. He was accordingly dismissed 
without punishment, having already been committed to the 
52 
Marshalsea by the Lord Treasurer for one month and two days. 
His cousin, Edmund Pelham., the lawyer of Hastings., was,, 
however., committed to the Fleet for "boldness and offence" 
53 
in defending him before the Council. 
In October, 1587.. Herbert Pelham purchased from John 
Morley of Halnaker Esq. and his wife.. Elizabeth, the site of 
Michaelham priory., together with 787 acres of land, and its 
manor and messuages. But he soon fell into serious financial 
difficulties, and in 1590 had to borrow money at a hughL 
interest from John Mitchell of Cuckfield. In 1599, Herbert 
52. S. A. C., 
__viii, 
209., 
53. ee a so Cal. S. P. D.., 1581- 1900 56.. & H. M. C. Hatfield 
MSS, JiO 502. 
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Pelhamts whole interest in this property was made over to 
Thomas Pelham of laughton and two others who held it in trust 
with a view to sale, from the proceeds of which an annuity 
of L400 was to be reserved to Herbert Pelham and his family 
for life, the residue being kept back to discharge his debts, 
and the surplus, if any, being reserved for his heirs. This 
arrangement was made "because by reason of his great debts he 
was not able to travel about the sale of his lands for the 
satisfaction of his said debts yet intended they should be 
paid as soon as they conveniently might. " On the 6th April, 
1601.. the trustees sold the property to Lord Treasurer, 
54 
Buckhurst., his wife and heirs., for L4., 700. This apparently 
did not end Herbert Pelhamls troubles because he was later 
55 
forced to sell two manors to his cousin, Sir Thomas Pelham. 
Apart from his financial problems, Herbert Pelham had 
other difficulties. In the 1587 Certificate concerning the 
J. P's., he was described as having been dropped from the 
Co=ission of the Peace though he was sound politically and 
religiously, o because "he would be carried with the first 56 
report and devise. " He did not re-appear on the Commission 
during the reign, though he was saddled with the office of 
sheriff in 1590-(! l. 
54. S. A. C. I, yi2 160-1. 55. Horsfield op. cit., 1.527, and S. A. C. Oxxxvii., 47. 
56. S. A. C. ii, 5n. 
4w 
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In James Its reign, he got himself into trouble, first 
for harbouring popish recusants, secondly for not receiving 
communion once over a long period, and thirdly, f or 
interrupting the sermon of the minister at Catsfield in 
the Archdeaconry of Lewes where Pelham then resided., and 
using irreverent and defamatory speeches against him. 
Pelham is said to have reported that Mr. large, this minister, 
had been heard to say "that hee had as leefe see a sowe weare 
57 
a saddell as see a minister weare a surplice. " He died in 
July., 1625,, without having achieved any great distinction in 
the coanty. 
It is notable that Sir William Pelham, Master of the 
Ordnance and brother of Sir Edmund Pelham of Hastings, the 
58 1 59 
lawyer., was a protege of the Earl of Leicester, rival to 
Buckhurst. However., it is misleading to suggest a clear-cut 
rift in the county politics of Sussex between a Leicester 
faction and a Burghley faction, represented by the Pelhams 
and the SacImilles respectively. Sir Thomas Shirley of 
Wiston., for example, was the client of Leicester as is shown 
by Shirley's efforts on his behalf in 1585 when Leicester was 
In disgrace for his acceptance of the governorship of the Low 
60- 
Countries. Yet, only a year before., Buckhurst had used his 
infLience to obtain one of the county seats in Parliament for 
61 
Shirley, and Shirley even wrote to Leicester on the 7th March 
57. S. A. C. j, xlixx 56-58. 58. B. & C'op 313 et seqq. 
59. dd. MS., 53950 f. 5; and B. M. Harl. IAS, '.. 'ý. * 2852f; 159. 
60. B. M. Cotton MS.., Galba, C. q., f. 120 et seqq; and f. 128. 
61. V. supra, 201ý 
V- 
272 
1585 that he was using Buckhurstfs good offices on his, 62 
Leicesterts behalf. 
Naturally., there were many feuds among the gentry 
families which come into this survey, and there is ample 
evidence of these in the proceedings of the Star Chamber 
during the reign. There were disputes about boundaries., 
for example, that between John Caryll and Thomas Bowyer of 
North Mundham, as to their respective rights to some marsh 
land extending into the parishes of Oving, Merston and North 
63 
Mundham; about the rights to certain iron works, for example., 
that between Roger Gratwick of Slinfold of the one part and 
64 
Walter Covert and Edward Caryll of the other; about armed 
trespass, for example, that between Lord lumley and Richard 
65 
Stanney; and about many other causes- Most prolonged and 
involved, perhaps, of all local disputes which reached the 
High Courts, was that concerning the Dicker Co=on which lay 
east of laughton and south of Chiddinglyo - land leased by 
the Crown to one Anthony Smyth. Apparently the Queen's claim 
to this land was very unpopular, and a series of lawsuits 
and counter suits beginning in the year 7 Elizabeth was 
conclacted between Smyth and his supporter., William Fleetwood., 
Chancellor of the Court of the Duchy of Lancaster, within 
whose, jurisdiction the disputed land lay, and various 
62. B. M. Cotton IAS., Galba, C. 9. f. 120.4 /26; 63. P. R. O. St, Ch. 5 Eliz.., C. 10/11; C. 48/3; B. 32/9; B. 1 
B. 105/7; B*89/34 and St. Ch. Addenda 7., bundle 10., no . 32; 
also C. 14/16; C. 52/21 and C. 56/15. 
64. P. R. O. St. Ch. 5 Eliz.., G. 3/6; G, 9/23- G, ý/28- C. 6 6; G*101 
39; G. 43/32; and St. Ch. Addenda 7o 
Lndle 22, -- -ý5. 
65. P. R. O. St. Ch. 5 Eliz., L. 25/5; L. 
ý/16 and L. 36/20. 
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so-called trespassers on the common. Altogether, the 
litigation was to last some twenty-five years and to be 
taken not only before the Duchy Court., but also into the 
Court of Star Chamber, the Court of Wards and the Court of 
66 
Queen's Bench. 
In 10 Elizabeth, John Pelham,, as lord of the manor of 
Laughton,, entered the fray,, but his case against Smyth was 
quashed in the Duchy Court. This led to various riotsand 
misdemeanours by Pelham's adherents., the burning down of 
barns and woodpiles., the pursuit of Smyth and his servants by 
armed men - all done with the connivance of the constable at 
Hailsham; and, by some coincidence, whenever-these riots 
were about to occur, John Pelham was away from the district. 
Smyth., a stranger in the county and unable to obtain redress., 
therefore besought the Queen for a subpoena for John Pelham 
67 
to be brought before the Court of Star Chamber. As a 
result of all this, Pelham was committed to the Fleet., but 
63 
subsequently released on the entreaty of his friends. 
Howevers Pelhativ nothing daunted., r evived the issue., pinning 
railing letters denouncing the Queen and the Privy Council on 
Church doors, beating up the local feodary, breaking down the 
pound and having Smyth up in the Court of Queents Bench "for 
vexacion's sake". A further bill was therefore exhibited by 
66. S. A. C.., xiv, 234-5. 
67. BME. -Da. ms.., 33., 0840f. 5; ' 33., 058.. f. 62b; 33', 187, 'ff. 134-148; 
for Pelhamls version, see B. M. Add. MS... 33,187, f. 198. ' 
68. B. M. Aad. MS., 331187, ff. 168 et seqq. 
-p 
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Smyth in the Star Chamber and John Pelham was again 
co=itted to the Fleet and f ined L200 into the bargain. 
Several of Pelham's tenants were also sent there. On the 
intervention of Pelham's friends. 9 however.. Smyth made up 
the quarrel as best he could and stated in open court that 
all was quiet between them and Pelham was again released. 
The next act of the drama began when Pelham obtained 
the support of his neighbourj John Jefferay, serjeant-at- 
law., who placed his legal knowledge at Pelhamts disposal 
and himself entered into the quarrel by felling trees on 
the Dicker Co=on. Smyth complained that he and Pelham 
69 
were Ilyncked in a confederacy". In the year 17 Elizabeth., 
Jefferay began a suit against Smyth who replied with a 
70 
ecanter-suit. 
After John Pelhamls death in 1580, the cause of the 
party hostile to Smyth was maintained by his widow, Dame 
71 
Judith Pelham and her "mighty frends". A case was there- 
fore brought by the Attorney- General., ex parte Smyth, in the 
Court of wards against Oliver Pelham, John Pelham's heir, 
72 
but before it could be settled., Oliver died, in 1585. 
Proceedings were, however, revived against Thomas 
Pelham., brother of the late John Pelham, and eventually the 
case came before the Court of Queen's Benchwith a special 
69. B. M. Add. MS., 33,187., f. 171. 
70. Ibidqff. 177-8; -albo S. A. C., xiv.. 
235. 
71. --I=., f. 179; and f. 16T-e-Y-seqq. 
72. -IM, and B. M. Add. MS$33$05B, f. 62b. 
- 
.W 
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jury out of Sussex, who found for the defendant, Pelham. 
It was adjudged that the 450 acres claimed by the Queen 
were really part of and belonged to the manor of Laughton., 
and that all trees growing there belonged to the said manor. 
It was held that the Queen's title and therefore Smyth's 
lease also, were void. The matter was not settled until 
73 
31 and 32 Elizabeth. 
Buckhurst.. it should be noted, would take no part in 
the issue; he had heard both sides and would not meddle 
himself In the matter, but he said thatp in the early stages 
Of the dispute., he felt that it was John Pelham's fault that 
the wrangle continued and he Imew that pelham and Jefferay 
74 
were In league. 
Many of these local quarrels had little more than 
local significance. Yet they sometimes throvi valuable light 
on the characters taking part. Judging from the persistence 
Of the Felhams in the Dicker dispute., and their local influence 
it is small wonder that even Lord Buckhurst sometimes regarded 
them as potential rivals for povier in the countfy. 
.SSS 
In conclusion it may be said thato apart from local 
disputes, the politics of Elizabethan Sussex seem to have 
been dominated to a great extent by the peerage. Down to 
3.569 the county was largely overshadowed by Henry Fitzalanp 
73. B. M, Add. 113. p 33., 058, #f. 62b; see also 
S. A. C.., x: Lv#235. 
74. B. M. Add. MS. s 3301870f. 
208. 
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Earl of Arundels but thereafter he and his supporters passed., 
as it were, into opposition to the existing regime. He and 
his two sons-in-law, Baron Lumley and the Duke of Norfolk, 
and the 7th Earl of Northumberland and his brothers were all 
involved in the intrigue and insurrection of the years 
immediately after 1569. And., even after the execution of 
the Duke of Norfolk and of the 7th Earl of Northumberland in 
1572, and after the death of Henry Fitzalan himself in 1580 
had changed the political scene considerablys the story of 
conspiracy and hostility to the government was carried on 
by the 8th Earl of Northumberland and Philip Howard$ Earl 
of Arundel and their supporters among the gentry such as 
Edward Caryll, the Gages and VUlliam Shelley. 
On the other hand, from 1569 on, Lord Buckhursts. who 
was the staunchest and most powerful bulwark of the govern- 
menjý--ib the county, had numerous valuable suppQrters among the 
gentry.. such as Walter Covert., the Palmers of Parham and 
Angmering and the Shirleys of Wiston, even if he had sometimes 
to face the Jealous antagonism of those who, like the Pelhams ant 
the Gorings, resented the powerful influence of the Sackvilles 
in the county. 
The anxiety of the writer who co=ented on the general 
state of Sussex in 1583 is perhaps understandable. But by 
1591 when Queen Elizabeth came south to visit the county and 
enjoy the hospitality of Cmdray and of Stanstead, those who 
had been its most dangerou s and hostile figures were either 
dead* imprisoned or othenvise politically tamed. 
-w 
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Appendlk 1. The Lords Lieutenant of Sussex in the reiM of 
ElizabeFh-. 
May 26., 1559' Henry Earl of Arundel, Lord Steward of the 
(ýueen hold. ( 'a list of Lords 
Lieut. in various shires) 
(S. P. Dom. Eliz. A-, nos. 29 & 30) 
Oct. 15., 1559 End of Earl of Arundells Commission of 
Lieutency. for Sussex. His Commission "not 
to be continued this winter time" but he is 
to keep forces in readiness as though he 
were still Lieutenant. 
(S, P. Dom. Eliz. 7, no, 9) 
April 18s 1560 The Earl of Arundel. On alist of Lieut- 
enants ana muster sters in s, everal En lish 
counties. (S. P. Dom. Eliz. 12, nos. 7.8 & 9Y 
(But on no. 7 the name of the Earl of Arundel 
is deleted and that of Lord lumley is 
substituted). No. 10 10c. cit. is 
"Instructions by the Queen to the Earl of 
Arundel (Steward of the Household), Lieut. 
of the Counties of Surrey & 
Sussex to have the forces of those counties 
in readiness. 
(ýueenls Householid. On a st Of Lords 
Lieut. in various shires) 
(S. P. Dom. Eliz. A-, nos. 29 & 30) 
Oct. 15., 1559 End of Earl of Arundells Commission of 
Lieutency. for Sussex. His Commission "not 
to be continued this winter time" but he is 
to keep forces in readiness as though he 
were still Lieutenant. 
(S, P. Dom. Eliz. 7, no, 9) 
July (? )., 1561 Lord lumley. On a list of Lieuts. of counties 
attached to a letter from the Queen to the 
sheriffs and J, P's. saying she does not intend 
to issue a Commission of Lieutcy. this 
summer but to leave the govt. of the counties 
to their charge. (S. P. Dom. Eliz. 18, no. 36) 
August 12,, 1567 Queen to sheriffs and J. P's (not to Lords 
Lieutenants as stated in Calendar) of the 
S. & W. counties to aid in the musters and 
appointment of captains in their respective 
counties. (These to act on the advice of 
the Earl of Arundel and others. other 
names adaea later in a different hand). 
(S. P. Dom. Eliz. 43.. n o. 49) 
Nov.., 1569 Viscount Montague Sir Thomas &-ackville., 
Lora Buckhurst; I'lilliam West Esq, On a list 
of names of the Lieuts, of c&E-nties with 
their styles and titles as they were re- 
hearsed in the Commissions issued at Windsoro 
November., 12 Eliz. (S. P. Dom. Eliz. 59, nos. 57- 
60). 
(Nos. 58,59.60 are complete or incomplete 
copies of 57. But one gives the Lord 
(Contd. ) 
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Chamberlain, i. e. William, Lord Howard of 
Effingham as Lord Lieut. ) 
See also: - G. E. C. sivsI58-9; G. E. C. six, 98; A. P. C., July 1570., 376; A. P. C. Dec..., 1570., 403. 
Nov. 15,1570 Viscount MontaEe; Lord Buchhurst; Lord De 
Ta Warr. (5n- a list of Lords Lieutenant and 
thel puties - no Deputies given for 
Sussex - to whom notices of discharge from 
all duties under their Commissions of Lieutcy. 
were issued., notices which also directed them 
to exercise vigilant care as ordinary magis- 
trates. ) 
(S.. P. Dom. Eliz. 74.. no. 36) 
(1572 ?) 
July 3.1585 
(Among the Burghley papers in the Lansdowne 
Collection in the B. M. is a list headed 
"Persons to be considered for Her Majesty 
to train soldiers". On the back is written, 
"Names of Lieutenants". It is catalogued 
as "A list of Lieutenants of counties to be 
recommended 'to the Queen for training 
soldiers". There is no indication that they 
were appointed. The list is undated but 
inserted between a paper dated 1569 and 
another dated 1572. Names for Sussex and 
Surrey (Bracketted) :- Earl of Lincoln 
[only created Earl in 1572J., anff r6rd Admiral 
. 
(B. M. Lansd. MS. 104., no. 10)) 
Charles Howard, Baron Howard of Effingham, 
later Earl of Nottingham created Lor-ff-Lleut. 
of Sussex. (G. E. C. lix, 783"). (See also S. P. Dom. Eliz 179,, nos. 52,, 53.154; 
and B. M. Harl. 113.703, f. 
ý2) 
August 2., 1586 Lord Howard of EffinEham & Lord Buckhurst 
referred o as jol Lords Lieutenant or 
Sussex. (A. P. C.. 1586p 199) 
(Over this Joint Lieutenancy., G. E. C. goes 
slightly astray twice: - 
a) G. E. C. ix. 783, says Lord Buckhurst became 
joint Lord Lieut. in Sept. 1586 instead 
of by August, 1586 
b) G. E. C. iv, 423, says he became Joint 
Lord Lieut. in 1587. 
These two remained joint Lords Lieutenant to the end of 
the reign. and beyond. See almost annual references in the 
Acts of the Privy Council, indexed under "Sussex". 
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ApDondix 2. The Deputy Lieutenants of Sussex in the reiRn 
of Elizabeth. 
Nov. 1569 Sir Thomas Shirley 
Sir Thomas Palmer 
Walter Covert Esq. (S*P. Dori. Eliz. 59., no. 6l) 
June 30,1585 Sir Thomas Shirley 
Sir Thomas Palmer 
Walter Covert Esq. (S. P. Dom. Eliz. 179, 
nos. 52 & 53) 
(These names are attached to a warrant to the 
Chancellor to issue Commissions of Lieut- 
enancy to various nobles etc. empowering 
them to levy forces and appoint Deputy 
Lieutenants. ) 
July 23., 1585 Sir Thomas Shirley 
Sir Thomas Palmer 
Walter Covert Esq. (H. M. C. Hatfield 1ý1SS. 9iiis, 297) 
(Copy of the appointment of these as Deputies 
of Lord Hoviard of Effingham who was made 
Lieut. of the counties of Surrey & Sussex, 
by the Queents Letters Patent dated-3 July, 
27 Eliz. This copy is attached to a copy of 
a form of appointment of a Lord LieutenantIs 
Deputies with the names not filled in, dated 
14 Nov., 1587) 
(See also BOI. Harl. MS. 703jf. 33Y 
Dec. 21,15 . 87 Letter from Lord Buckhurst mentions, 'ý, Nicholas 
Parker Esq.., as recently appointed as a new 
Deputy Lieutenant for Sussex. 
(B. M. Harl. MS. 703, f. 49) 
May 5.1591 Letter to Lord Chancellor from Privy Council 
requiring more Deputy Lieutenants for Sussex 
since there are so few residing there., e. g; - 
Sir Thomas Shirley is in the Low Countries. 
Sir Thomas Palmer resides at Blackiall. 
So that the only tvo 
remaining are: - Walter Covert Esq. 
Nicholas Parker Esq. 
It is therefore suggested that Henry Neville 
Esq. of Mayfield be appointed also. 
(A. P. C. 1591$ 91) 
(Contd. ) 
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June 3,,, 1601 Robert Sachville Esq) 
Thomas Pelham Esq. are added to the 
existing Deputy L's. 
Sir Thomas Shirley is now lef. t off the Commission. 
(Note. Robert Sackville. 8-sq. was the son 
of=rd Buckhurst., one of, the two joint 
Lords Lieutenant). 
(A. P. C. 01601 400). 
(See also Crown office Docquet Book., July 
1595-1darch 1603., P. R. O. 4208., f*220: - "A Commission of Lieutenancy in the county 
of Sussex for adding of Robert Sach-ville Esq. 
and Thomas relham Esq. to the former Deputies 
unto the Lord Treasurer and the Earl of 
Nottingham$ Lieutenants for the said county 
and also for leaving of Sir Thomas Sherley 
out of the same Conmission, Witnessed at 
Westminster, 6th day of June, Anno 43 Eliz. tv) 
xNOTE Sir Nicholas Parker., (Knighted 1568).. became Deputy 
Lieutenant of Cornwall in 1598. (See relevant 
family history in Section III). 
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_Appendix 
3. County Members of Parliament for Sussex durinE 
the reign of Elizabeth who were r 
in Sussex. 
The following list of names has been compiled after 
consulting the Return of Members of Parliament, i England., 
1213-1702 for aMthe Parliaments during the reign, supplemented by the Crown Office lists, and, where both are silent, by Browne 
Willist: Notitia Parliamentaria (1730)., and, for the 1571 
returns, the De Tabley MSS. 
No attempt is made to enumerate families which were 
resident in Sussex or connected with that county by ties of 
property but whose members sat in the Elizabethan House of 
Commons as representatives of other counties., e. g. William 
Gresham "of Mayfield., Sussex"., who sat for Norfolk in 1586., 
or Richard Mill "of Greatham. 9 Sussext', who sat for Hampshire in 1597. (The seat of this family was the Greatham near 
Arundel,, Sussex, not the Greatham near Petersfield, Hampshire. 
S. A. C., xvii, 108) 
There are two cases of gentlemen representing Sussex 
although they appear to Ave belong primarily to other counties., 
i. e. Charles Howard Esq., 2nd son of Charles Howard, 2nd Baron 
Howard of Effingham, and Henry Neville Esq., son of Sir Henry 
Neville of Billingbeare, Berks. Charles Howard sat for Sussex 
in the 1601 Parliament. Although he was described when he was 
knighted, llth May., 1603., as "of Sheffield.. Sussex" (G. B. C. J, ix. 788), and appears on the Commission of the Peace for Sussex 
in 1602 (Dorse of Pat. Roll,, 44 Eliz., pt. 25., P. R. O. pC*66/1594).. 
yet he came originally from Surrey and during the greater part 
of his life, and particularly when he succeeded to his father's 
title, was 
- 
connected primarily with that county. Charles 
Howard Esq. is therefore omitted from the following list. 
The other gentleman, Henry Neville Esq., was the son of 
Sir Henry Neville of Billingbeare, Berks, who had inherited the 
property called Mayfield in Sussex from Sir Thomas Gresham who 
died in 1579 and whose neice he had married. (Horsfield, i, 417; 
Visitations of Berkshire, Harl. Soc. Pubns.., iijl8l; J$249-50). 
Sir Henry Neville died in 1593 (H. Matthews: Personnel of the 
House of Commons in 1584., Univ. of Lond. M. A. thesis, gect. iiio 
165)., and his son sold manor and park of Mayfield in 1597 (S. A. C. siis245). He had begun to alienate his Sussex property berore this., (S. A. C., xxi. 8) and probably did not make his main 
residence in tHaY--county, but in Berkshire. 
Caryll., Johnj, Esq, 
Covert., Walter, Esq. 
Dawtrey, William Esq. 
Jefferay., Sir JoAn 
1559 
(1581 (Bye-election vice 
Sir John JefferaY., 
(1586 deceased) 
1563 
1572 
(0 ontd) 
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Palmer., Sir Thomas 
Parker., Sir Nicholas 
Pelham, John Esq., 
tI Thomas, Esq., 
Sackville, Sir Richard 
it Robert., Esq.., 
Shirley, Sir Thomas 
(1571 
(1588 
1597 
1571 
1586 
(1559 
(1563 
(1584 
(1593 
(1597 
(1601 
(1572 
(1584 
(1593 
/ 
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A222ndix 4. The Sheriffs of Sussex and of Surrey & Sussex 
in the r-eTg-n of Elizabet . 
These names are talmn from the List of Sheriffs, (P. R. O. 
Lists and Indexes.. ix), supplemented by Tiors? iel: cT, 1... 86. % though the latter is sometimes inaccurate as to the places of 
residence of these gentlemen. (See Appendix 10). 
They include only those individaals who were alive or 
had a direct descendant alive and mainly resident in Sussex in 
1580. For a complete list of names for the reign, see 
Appendix 10. 
Normally one Sheriff wasr esponsible for both Surrey and 
Sussex so that individuals from either county might be appointed., 
but from November., 1567 to November., 1571,, Surrey and Sussex 
were divided for the purpose of this office. Those who were 
appointed Sheriffs of Sussex only are indicated thusp (S). 
Naturally, Surrey men do not appear in this list. 
(S) Apsley.. John., "the elder'l., i. e. of Palborough., Esq. Nov. 1568-69 
Ashburnham, John, Esq. Dec. 1602-03 
(S) Bellingham, Edward, Esq. Nov. 1567-68 
Bishopp, Thomas.. Esq. (Nov. 1584-85 
11 11 11 (Dec. 1601-02 
(S) Caryll,, Edward,, Esq. 
11 John., Esq. 
Colbrand, James, Esq. 
Covert, Richard, Esq. 
11 Walter., Esq. 
it Sir Walter. 
Culpepper., John., Esq. 
11 Edward, Esq. 
Dawtrey, William, Esq. 
Eversfield, Thomas., Esq. 
(Feb. 1571- 
Nov. 1588-89 
Nov. 1598-99 
Nov. 1564-65 
(Nov. 1583-84 
(Nov. 1592-93 
Nov. 1560-61 
Nov. 1596-97 
Nov. 1566-67 
(Dec. 1599 - Nov. j 160C 
Goring., Henry,, Esq. (Nov. 1562-63 
(S) It it It (Nov. 1569 - 
Fab 1,1571 
it George, Esq. Nov. 1578-79 
Leech, Richard, Esq. Nov. 1595-96 
Morley.. William., Esq. Nov. 1580-81 
Palmer, Sir Thomas., [of Parham, since Sir T. P. of 
Angmering was knighted in 
August.. 1573. See P. R. O. list) Nov. 1559-60 
Sir Thomas, of Angmering. Nov. 1572-73 
Parker,, Nicholas, Esq. (Nov. 1586-87 
11 Sir 11 (Nov. 1593-94 
Pelýam., Anthony,, Esq, Nov. 1575-06 
John.. tsq* Nov. 1571 72 
(Contd. ) 
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Pelham, Herbert, Esq. 
it It it 
it Thomas., Esq. 
Shirley., Francis, Esq. 
11 Sir Thomas, 
H 
(Apr. 1576-Nov. 1576 
(Nov. 1590-91 
Nov. 1589-90 
Nov. 1573-74, 
Nov. 1577-78 
I 
Note: William Gresham Esq',., t1of Mayfield" was Sheriff,, 
Nov. 1563-64 and Nov. 157.6-7.7. but his family is not selected 
for study because he died in 1579 without a male heir., his 
cousin, Thomas Gresham dying in the same year. (B. & C. 238- 
1.9). 
-171.1, 
From the above list it may be noted that while, 
during the reign, there were 33 appointments of Sussex 
residents to the shrievalty of Sussex, or of Surrey and 
Sussex, and that these appointments were distributed among 27 
individuals.. only 18 families were involved. The Pelhams held 
office on 5 occasions., and the Coverts and Gorings on 3, while 
the families of Bishopp, Caryllp Culpepper', Gresham.. Palmer., 
Parker and Shirley each did so twice. In fact, it appears that 
those families which bore the burden of the shrievalty only 
once during this period., were in a minority. 
.-w 
1ý 
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Ap ndix 5. Complete list of families represented amon J Pis 
Sheriffs, DeE! ýýZ Lieutenants and Td. -P's for IT the reign of Elizabeth, and selected ? or studv. 
Note: This list does not include: (a) Families of office-holders 
who were mainly resident in another county. Many of these non- 
resident county 'office-holders' were J. P's listed on the 
Commission in a purely honorary or lex officiotl capacity, e. g. the Lord Chancellor,, the Lord Treasurer etc. There were usually also 
two professional lawyers at the head of the list, not necessarily 
Sussex men though sometimes attached to the South-Eastern Circuit. 
(b) Families apparently not 
represented in Sussex in 1580 by a resident member, i. e. extinct 
of departed by 1580, or coming into residence after that date. 
(c) pamilies of office- 
holders who were clergy, even when Sussex men. 
Initials beside familynames indicate offices held by 
members of the family concerned T. R. Eliz. Not all offices indica- 
: bea'1. wei, e3 necessarily held by one individual in any family since 
father and son, or grandfather and grandson etc. may have been 
office-holders in the one reign. But it is the family which is 
taken as the unit here., - "family" being understood in its broadest 
sense, so that subsidiary or cadet branches, though treated 
independently in Section III, (provided they were both resident 
and office-holding), are not separately noted in the following list. 
(E. g. The 1ýelhams of Laughton and those of Hastings and of Buck- 
stepe are Considered separately in Section III and for some 
purposes in this thesis are treated as independent units., but here 
they are simply noted as "Felhams". ) However.. the Bov; yers of 
Leythorne in North Mundham and the Bowyers of Cuckfield., appear 
to have belonged to quite different families, and are therefore 
listed separately below. 
(Note: IL. L. 1 means Lord Lieutenant. ) 
Agmondesham 
Apsley 
AshburnhAm 
Barentyne, 
Barkeley 
Bartellot 
Bellingham 
Bishopp 
Blount 
Bowyer (Of Cuckf ield) 
Bowyer (of N. Mundham) 
Browne,, Vis c. Montague 
Caryll, 
Casie, 
Churcher 
JOPO Colbrand Sh.,, J. P. 
Sh. , J. P. Covert D. L. , M. P. , Sx Sh., J. P. Sh... J. P. 
J. P. Cowper i. r. 
J. P. Culpepper Sh., J. P. 
J. P. Darrell J. P. 
Sh, jJsP* DawtreY 
M, P, OSx, $Sh. . Sh., J. P. JOPO 
J. P. Drew JOPS 
J. P. Ernley J. P. 
J. P. Eversfield Sh., J-P* 
L. L., J. P. Fenner J. P, 
M. P... Sx.., Sh... J. P. FitzalanE.., 
J. P. of Arundel L, L, sJ, P, J. P. Ford joro 
(Contd. ) 
I- 
-i 
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Fortescue 
Gage 
Garton 
Goring 
Gounter 
Haviard., E... of Arundel 
Hussey 
Jefferay 
Leech 
Levett 
Lewkenor 
Lumley.. Baron Iumley 
Lunsford 
Marvin 
May 
Michell 
Morley 
Nevell 
Onley 
Palmer 
Parker 
Pelham 
Percy, E. of Northumber- 
land 
Poole 
Porter 
Roberts 
Sackville 
Scott 
Selwyn 
Sharpe 
Shelley 
Sheppard 
Shirley (of Wiston) 
Shurley (of Isfield) 
Spelman 
Stanley 
Stannye 
Stapley 
Stoughton 
Thatcher 
Threele 
West., Baron De la Warr 
Wilgoose 
J. P. 
J. P. 
i. P. 
Sh. , J. F. J. P. 
J. F. 
J. r. 
- mer0.9 sxo 
JOJOPO 
Sh. , J. P. J. F. 
J. F. 
L. L. 
ý, 
J. F. 
jape ' 
je pe 
ja pe 
i. pe 
Sh. , J. P. J. P. 
i. P. 
D. Ti. 3M. P.. ', Sx. $Sh... J. P. D. L. , M. P. . Sx. , 
Sh. , J. P. D. L., M. P. Sx.. Sh. J. P. 
L. L., J. P. 
i. F. 
Jope 
J. Pe 
L. L. D. li. bl. P. , Sx. , Je Pe i. P. 
i. F. 
i. P. 
Jelpo 
i. P. 
D. L.., M. P., Sx. Sh.., J. P. i, r. 
i. P. 
i. P. 
i. P. 
i. P. 
Jope 
L. L... J. P. 
J. F. 
(Total; 70 families. For cadet branches., see Appendix 7. ) 
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Ap2endix 6. The approximate lenath of residence in Sussex of 
the selected familibe. 
Note: Pedigrees based on tradition only may give longer period., 3-fresidence in Sussex but the following is based on evidence of deeds, wills., Inquisitions Post JAortem., according to Berry & 
Comber, Comber and other authorities described in the family 
histories in Section III of this thesis. Consequently, this 
Appendix may place in Columns 2&3 families which were really 
resident in Sussex much earlier.. for want of reliable evidence. 
This possibility is noted wherever it Occurs. When a family is 
known to have timmigrated' from another county, this too is 
indicated thus; (Im. ). Families placed in Columns 2 or 3 may, 
e. g. the Culpeppers., Percies., etc.., have held extensive property 
in Sussex before they became primarily resident there. This too 
is indicated. 
MAINLY 
1: Before 1400. 
RESIDENT IN SU S SEX 
Apsley. Apparently 
es dFaished in Thack- 
ham in 20 Ed. III by 
marriage to an heitess. 
The Palborough branch 
established themselves 
there in the mid. 15th 
cent. by marriage to 
an heiress. 
Ashburnham. Established 
'from trie nth. cent. 
Younger branch at 
Broomham established 
themselves there in 
mid. 15th cent. by 
marriage to an heiress. 
1: Before 1500. III: Af ter 1500. 
Apnonde shan, .0 ade t 
branch or a Surrey 
f amily. Acquired Sus- 
sex property in late 
15th cent. through mar- 
riage to a Sussex 
heiress but probably 
came to reside only in 
15601s. (IM. ) 
Barentyne. Son & heir 
or an--Gxf ordshire gent. 
Sir William Barentyne 
who married a Lowkenor 
coheiress and so 
acquired Dedisham. Sus- 
sex His son apparently 
resided at Horsted 
Keynes and left no 
---issllej 
TM,, j---jC 
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I ii III 
Bartellot. Establish6d 
at Mp from 
towards end of 14th 
cent. when a Bartell t 
married a Stopham co 
heiress. 
Barkele Apparently f rom 
Heref Or hire. Married a 
vidow with a claim on 
property in Bolney during 
her life. Settled in Sus- 
sex about 1670. No chil- dren. (Im. ) 
tBee S. A. C , IV. 20) Bellingham. Apparefitly 
not newcomers to Sus- 
sex. Perhaps connected 
with Eringham near 
Shoreham from an early 
date but genealogical 
evidence scanty before 
the later 15th cent. 
Bishopp. From Yorks. Prob- 
ably se-ttled in Sussex 
shortly before Elizabethig 
accession. (Im. ) 
Blount. Cadet branch of 
BIZUET-s of Mapledurhams 
Oxfordshire and earlier 
of Iver. Bucks, themselves 
a cadet branch of the 
Blounts, Barons MountJOY- 
Acquired Dedisham c. 1547. 
Richard Blount probably 
came to reside af ter his 
fatherts death in 1564. 
Boviver (of Ley- 
thoýne in North Mund- 
ham). Originally of 
Staffs. Settled in 
Sussex c. 1410. Af ter 
migrating temporarily 
to London, settled in 
North Mundham in early 
16th cent. (Im. ) Bowyer (of Cuckfield). 
PerH-aps in Sussex before 
this. Origins unknown 
before John Bowyer of 
Hartf ield,. yeoman, who died, 153 Perhaps a 
(contd. ) 
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I ii 
,: arvll. According to 
. renqualeon 
(see Sect. 
: II., family history).. 
, esident near West 
rrinstead by mid 15th 
-ent., and later V1, arn- 
Lam and Harting. (Im. 
Colbrand. Apparently 
were settled at 
Boreham in East Suss- 
ex -in mid 
14th cent. 
with lands in laughton. 
Covert. Connected 
wlUi7est Sussex from 
early 13th cent. at 
least. Had property 
in Surrey from an early. 
date and gradually 
increased their Sussex 
lands. Married into 
many distinguished Sus- 
sex families. Acquired 
Slaugham in late 15th 
cent. and much Cuckfield 
property in late 16th 
cent. 
III 
successful ironnaster. 
Son built Cuckfield 
Place and was- 'Esquire 
Grandson was knighted. 9 became a J. P. and marr- 
ied a Goring. 
Browne Viscount Montague 
Caaet branch_617EEF 
Brownes of Bechworth 
Castle, Surrey. Perhaps 
resident from c. 1539,, 
date of the Dissolution 
of Battle Abbey. (Im. ) 
Casie. From London; 
la er a citizen and 
grocer. Married into 
family of Bowyer of 
North Mundham, and died 
1568. Son a lawyer. No 
issue. (Im. ) 
Churcher. From Surrey. 
ApparenM-y settled in 
Chiddingly c. 1570. 
Another line continued 
in Surrey. (Im. ) 
(Appendix 6 contd. ) 
I 
Dawtrey. 
1-n-T e8t 
at least 
possibly 
Were living 
Sussex from 
ii 
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III 
Cowper. Had lands in 
HarEUTg and in Hamp- 
shire from late 15th 
cent. Perhaps settled 
in Sussex before the 
15th cent. Apparently 
connected with the 
Cowpers of Somerset. 
Culpepper. Younger 
brancH-esof an old 
Kentish family owning 
Sussex property includ. - ing Wigsell held from the 
14th cent. One branch 
settled there probably at 
the beginning of the 15th 
cent.; the Culpeppers of 
Wakehurst acquired that 
property by marriage to a 
Sussex coheiress in the late 
15th cent. (Im. ) 
Darrell. Younger branch 
of t arrells of Kent., 
originally of yorks. 
Acquired property in Sus- 
sex by marriage to Henry 
Chichele's neice and prob- 
ably settled in the county 
in the early 15th cent. (Im'. ) 
the 13th cent., 
earlier. I 
Ernley. Apparently 
connected with the 
manor of that name 
from the 13th cent. 
In the 15th cent. th. y 
acquired property in 
Wilts. which went to 
a younger but eventu. - 
ally more notable 
hranih The essofi4ý8495ly 
Sussex line left Sussex 
'in the late 16th cent. 
Drew. A newcomer. 
P-a-rentage unknown. 
Connection with Sussex 
appears to date from 
marriage to a Sussex 
heiress whose father 
had acquired Densworth 
manor in 1542. (Im. ) 
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I 
Fitzalan, 
_Earl 
of 
r"r-u-ndel. Held the 
Ga-stle and Honour 
of Arundel since the 
13th cent. 
Goring. Probably 
connected with Goring,, 
Sussex., though not 
lords of the manor, 
f rom, the 13th cent. 
Were settled at Lancing 
in the 14th cent. and 
Burton in t1le 15th cent. 
There ivere two branches oof 
the family in the 16th cent 
(contd. ) 
ii III 
Eversfield. From Surrey 
ProbaBlT-settled in Sus- 
sex soon after 1551., at 
Worth, near Horsham. (Im. ) 
Penner. Living at Crawley 
Uu--ssex in the early 16th 
cent.., Probably earlier. 
Ford. From Surrey. Settled 
in c. 1540's. A coheiress 
married one of the Devon- 
shire branch of the fam- 
ily who then settled in 
Sussex. (Im. ) 
Fortescue. From Essex. 
SettleEl In Sussex. c. 1580, 
(IM. ) 
Gage. From the Forest of 
U7ean and Gloucs. Married 
into the St. Clere Family 
in the 15th cent. so 
acquiring lands in Sussex. 
Also married a Bolney 
heiress, so acquiring 
Firle in the 15th cent. 
The Gages were apparently 
resident in Sussex from 
the early l6th cent., 
having been in Surrey 
immediately before that. 
(IM. ) 
Garton. A merchant family 
E-rom-L-Mondon. Settled at 
Billinfýhurit in the early 
16th cent. A younger 
branch settled at Wool- 
lavington., Sussex in the 
later 16th cent. (Im. ) 
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II Il 
the Gorings of' 
Burton, and those of' 
Danny Park I 
efferay. Pedigree tracei 
ack to early 15th cent. 
hen living in Sussex bu' 
ossibly earlier. Settled 
t Chiddingly from early 
6th cent. 
Lewkenor. Resi- 
dent in Sussex 
at least from t 
late 13th cent. 
- ,w 
III 
Gounter. From Wales. Had 
property there into the 
16th cent., also in Berkss 
Wilts.. Hants., and were 
connected with Sussex from 
the early 15th cent. but 
probably resident there 
only from the early 16th 
cent. (Im. ) 
Howardo_ Earl of Arundel. 
From Norfolk. Tf-ter 
inheriting the Castle and 
Honour of Arundel in 1580, 
Philip Howard probably 
spent considerable time in 
Sussex. (Im. ) 
Hussey. Pedigree traced 
bac7only to early 16th 
cent. when living at Slin-' 
fold, but probably connec- 
ted with the Husseys who 
had been resident in West 
Sussex since the 12th cent 
Settled in Cuckfield in 
1540.. having acquired 
property there by marriage, 
Leech. Settled in Sussex 
In late 16th cent. Appar- 
ently from Kent. (Im. ) 
Levett. Pedigree traced 
on ! Iyo early 16th cent., 
but probably resident in 
Sussex earlier. 
T-umle-v. Baron lumleY. 
From Durham., Frobapiy 
settled in Sussex in mid 
16th cent. due toa 
marriage to a daughter of 
Henry Fitzalan, Earl of 
Arundel. (Im. ) 
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I 
T-unsford. A very old 
Sussex familyj, per- 
haps even pre-Conquest. 
Had lived at Etdhing- 
ham and later Battle., 
and in the 16th cent. 
at East Hoathly. 1 
ii 
Kay. From Kent. 
Settled in Sussex in 
the 15th cent. mving 
to marriage to a Sus- 
sex heiress. (Im. ) 
Morle . From Lancashil Married a Sussex heir- 
ess in the 15th cent. 
(Im. ) 
Palmer. Resident in 
ru-ssex at least from 
the early 14th cent. 
Parker. Apparently 
resident in Sussex 
f rom the late 13th 
cent.,, and at Ratton 
from the early 15th. 
Pelham. Resident in 
Sussex at least from 
the late 14th cent. 
III 
Marvin. A younger branch 
of Its. family. 
Settled in Sussex c. 1545. 
lJoved to Petersfield., 
Hants. late in Eliza- 
beth's reign. (Im. ) 
Michell. Pedigree traced 
Back only to early l6th 
cent. in Cuckfield., but 
probably connected with 
Cuckfield from the late 
13th cent. at least, 
since Michells were liv. 
ing there then. 
Nevell. Origins unknown. 
Perhaps a native of Sus- 
sexe 
Onley. Originally of 
Hants. Perhaps connected 
with the Northants. fam- 
ily. Acquired property 
in Vlarnham and Rudg%vic4,, 
Sussex, in the late 15th 
cent. and in Pulborough 
in the early 16th cent. 
Apparently settled in 
Fulborough betveen 1501 
and 1511. (Im. ) 
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I ii 
Porter. From Notting- 
ham=sre. Settled in 
Sussex T. R. Henry VI. 
(IM. ) 
Sackville'. Resident 
I-n Sussex'from at 
least the 12th cent. 
- at Buckhurst in 
Withiam. 
Selwyn. A long-est- 
allished Sussex 
family, known in the 
county from at least 
the 14th cent. Living 
at Pris ton f rom the 
early 16th cent. 
ShelleX. Resident in 
Mssex from the late 
l4th cent. at least, 
possibly =ch earlier. 
At Michelgrove from the 
late 15th or'early 16th 
cent. I 
III 
Percy., E arls of Northum- 
berland. Owned Fh-e Pet- 
worth e tate from the mid 
12th c ent.., though were 
apparently mainly resid- 
ent at Alnwick until 
about the 1570's or per- 
[iaps a little earlier. 
(IM. ) 
Poole. From Gloucester- 
shire A younger son. (Im. 
Roberts. Apparently 
settled at Ticehurst, 
Sussex about the mid 16th 
cent. A younger branch of 
a Kentish f amily which 
ad property in Ticehurst, 
ussex in the later 15th 
ýcent. 
(Im. ) 
cott. Ycranger branch of 
=entish family. Settled 
t Iden in the early 16th 
ent. though they had this 
roperty from the mid 15tI 
ent. (IM. ) 
Shar e. Migrated from 
Kent n the early 16th 
cent. owing to marriage 
to a Sussex heiress. (Imo) 
hepj2ard. Genealogy 
raced back only to early 
6th cent, but probably 
ative to Sussex. 
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ShirleZ. From War- 
ivickshire. Acquired 
Wiston in the late 
l4th cent. by marri- 
age but resided there 
only from the late 
15th cent. when a 
younger branch came to 
settle in the county. 
Shurlev. Origins 
ob5 but apparently, 
settled in Sussex justl 
bef ore the end of the 
15th cent. (Im. ) Spelman. Perhaps came to 
Sussex from Norf olk in 
the early 16th cent. (Im. 
IStanley. 
From Cumberland. 
9-e-tt-Te-E in Sussex in the 
later 16th cent., serving 
in the Earl of Northum- 
berland's household. (L-a. ) 
II II I III 
StcruEhton. Came to Sus- 
sex from 5urrey in the 
mid 16th cent. (Im. ) 
15th cent. Probably 
native to Sussex and of 
humble origins. Threele. Origin unknown, 
but perbaps connected 
with the Threeles of Wis- 
borough Green who lived 
there in the l5Vh cent. 
Settled at Bexhill in the 
Inid 16th cent$ 
Stannve, -. Living in Sus 
sex in the late 15th 
cent. but possibly 
earlier. Apparently 
native to Sussex but o 
obscure origins. 
Sta2ley. Resident in 
Sussex from the late 
15th cent. and probably 
native to it. The 
Stapleys of Framfield., 
a younger branch., were 
established there from 
the late 15th cent.., the 
elder branch settled at 
Twineham in the 1540's 
Thatcher. Settled in 
RingmerF in the late 
(Appendix 6 contd. ) 
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ii III 
West. Lord De la 1 
Warr. esident -in 
Sussex f rom late 
13th cent. at least. 
Had acquired a con- 
siderable amount of, 
property in Sussex by 
the 15th cent. Fililgoose. Resided at 
Total: - 18 families 
Ireage., -near Burwash 
f rom the late 15th cen 
'Probably native to 
Sussex. 
Total: - 16 families, Total: - 36 families, of 
of whom 9 are thought whom 28 are thought to 
to have "immigrated" have "immigrated" 
during the 15th cent. during the 16th cent. 
0 
- 
. 01 
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Appendix 7. Main seats of residence of the Sussex 
. selected for study. 
n 
Family. Residence. RUe. 
Agmondesham Fetworth Arundel 
Apsley a) Thackham Bramber 
b) Fulborough Arundel 
Ashburnham a) Ashburnham Hastings 
b) Guestling it 
Barentyne Horsted Keynes Fevensey 
Barkeley Bolney Lew es 
Bartellot Stopham, nr. Palborough Arundel 
Bellingham H angleton Lewe s 
Bishopp Henfield Bramber 
(Later of Parham Arundel) 
B lount Dedisham, nr. Slinfold Arundel 
Bowyer (i) North Mundham Chichester 
Bowyer (ii) Cuckfield Le IV eS 
Browne, Viscount Cowdray in Midburst Chichester 
Montague 
Caryll a) Warnham , nr,, Horsham Bramber b) , Shipley, nr. West Grinstead " 
(Later of Harting Chichester) 
Casie North Mundham Chichester 
Churcher Chiddingly, nr. E. Hoathly Fevensey 
(Later of Slinfold Arandel) 
Colbrand WorMinghurst Bramber 
(Later of Chichester Chichester) 
Covert Slaugham, nr. Horsham Lewe s 
Cowper Harting Chichester 
Culpepper a) Wigsell, nr. Salehurst Hastings 
b) Wakeburst, nr. Ardingly Lewes 
Darrell Scotney, in Vladburst Hastings 
Dawtrey Petworth Arundel 
(Appendix 7 contd. ) 
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Family. Residence. Rape. 
Drew Funtington Chichester 
Ernley Ernley, nr. Wittering It 
Eversfield Worth, nr. Crawley Lewes 
(Later of Horsham Bramber) 
Fenner Crawley Lewes 
Fitzalan, Earl of Arundel Arundel 
Arundel 
Ford Harting Chichester 
Forte, scue Harting 11 
Gage a)West Firle., nr. Lewes Pevensey 
,. b)Bentley, in Framfield . nr. U ckf ie ld it 
Garton Woollavington (or E. Lav- Arundel 
ington., S. of Petworth) 
Goring a)Burton, nr. Petworth Arundel 
b)Ovingdean,, nr. Rotting- 
dean, and of Lewes Lewes 
Gounter Racton Chichester 
Howard, Earl of Arundel Arundel 
Arundel 
Hussey Cuckfield Lewes 
Jefferay Chiddingly, nr. E. Hoathly Pevensey 
Leech Pletching, nr. Uckfield Pevensey 
Levett Hollington Hastings 
Lewkenor a)Selsey Chichester 
b)West Dean it 
c)Trotton It 
Lumley, Baron Stanstead It 
Iumley 
Lunsford East Hoathly Pevensey 
Marvin Durford Chichester 
May a)Burwash Hastings 
b)Ticehurst U 
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(Appendix 7 contd. ) 
FamilV,. Residence. Rape. 
Michell Cuckfield Le vie s 
Morley Glynde - Fevensey 
Nevell Chichester Chichester 
Onley Falborough Arundel 
Palmer a) Angmering, nr. Arundel Arundel 
b) Parham tI 
Parker Ratton, in Willingdon Pevensey 
Pelham a) Laughton Pevensey 
b) Hastings Hastings 
C) Buckstepe., in Warble- 
ton, S. W. of Barwas h 
(later of Hellingly Pevensey) 
Percy, Earls of Petworth Arundel 
Northumber lan d 
Poole Ditchling lowes 
Porter Cuckfield 11 
(Originally of Battle Hastings) 
Roberts Ticehurst Hastings 
Sackville a) Buckhurst in Withiam Pevensey 
b) Seddlescombe, nr. Brede Hastings 
c) CCAiddingly, nr. E. Hoathly Pevensey 
Scott Iden - Hastings 
Selwyn Friston Pevensey 
Sharpe Northiam Hastings 
Shelley a) Michelgrove, at Clapham, Bramber 
nr. Worthing 
b) Patcham, N. of the later 
town of Brighton Lewes 
Sheppard Peasmarsh Hastings 
Shirley a) Wiston Bramber 
b) West Grinste ad 11 
. Th 
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Family Residence. Rape. 
Shurley a)Isfield, nr. Uckfield Pevensey 
b)Lewes Lewes 
Spelman Hartfield, nr. Withiam Pevensey 
Stanley Fittleworth Arandel, 
Stannye Wittering and Eston Chichester 
Stapley Framfield., nr. Uckfield Pevensey 
Stoughton West Stoke Chichester 
Thatcher Priest Hawes, in 
Westham, nr. Pevensey Hastings 
Threele Bexhill Hastings 
West., Baron De la Offington, nr. Broadivater Bramber 
Warr 
Wilgoose Salehurst, nr. Roberts- Hastings 
bridge 
Totals: 
Chichester Rape 
Arundel Rape 
Bramber Rape 
Lawes Rape 
Pevensey Rape 
Hastings Rape 
17 families or branches of families 
14 11 
9 
14 
16 
17 
87 
I 
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Appenclix 8. Distribution of Deputy Lieutenants in Sussex 
during the reign of Elizabeth. 
Chichester 
Ra 
Arundel Bramber 
R 
LbVIes Pevensey HastinEsý 
pe ape Rue 
Sir Thomas Sir Thomas Sir Walter 
Palmer of Shirley of Covert of 
Parham. Yliston. Slaugham. 
D. L. 1569- D, L. 1569- D. L. 1569- 
death in 1601 end of reign 
1582 
Sir Thomas 
Palmer of 
Angmering. 
D. L. 1585 on, 
but not very 
active from 
c. 1591 since 
he lived at 
Blackwall 
Nicholas 
Parker Esq. 
of Hatton. 
D. L. 1591 on. 
Thomas Pelham 
Esq. of 
laughton. 
D. L. 1601 on. 
4 
4 
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Appendix 9. Distribution of County Members of Parliament for 
sex during the reign of E=zabeth. 
Year of Chichester Arundel Bramber lawes 
Election Rape Rape Rape- =e 
1559 Id-Jobn Caryll 
of Warnham 
Pevensey Hastinas 
Rape Ra 
Richard 
Sackville 
of Back- 
hurst. 
1563 William 
Dawtrey (Ditto. ) 
of Pet- 
worth 
1571 Thomas John Pelham 
Palmer, of Laughton. 
perhaps of 
Angmering 
1572 Thomas John Jefferay 
Shirley of Chiddingly. 
of Vkiston. Died 1578. 
(1581 Bye- 
election) 
Walter 
covert Of 
Slaugham. 
1584 Sir Thomas Robert 
Shirley of Sackville 
Wiston. of Buck- 
hurst. 
1586 Walter Thomas 
Covert Pelham of 
of Slaugham. Laughton. 
1568 Sir Thomas 
Palmer of (Also Henry Neville of Billing- 
Angmering. beare., Berkshire. ) 
1593 Sir Thomas Robert 
Shirley of Sackville 
Wiston. of Buckhurst. 
1597 Robert Sack- 
ville of Buck- 
hurst. Sir 
(Nicholas Parker 
of Ratton. 
1601 Robert 
(Also Charles Howard of Surrey) Sackville 
of Back- 
hurst. 
303 
Appendix 10. Distribution of sheriffs in the county for 
particular years of the_r-e-I gp of Elizab eth. 
Date of Chichester Arundel Bramber Levies Fevensey HastIpL 
Appointment. Rape Ra2e Rape Rape Rape Rap 
NOV. 1558 
(William 
Moore., Sy. ) 
Nov. 1559 ..... Sir Thomas 
Palmer of 
Parham. 
Nov. 1560 . John Cul- 
pepper of 
Wakehurst 
Nov. 1561 
(John Stydolf, 
Sy. ) 
Nov. 1562 Henry Gor- 
ing of 
Burton 
Nov. 1563 . 
William 
Gresham 
of May- 
f ield 
Nov. 1564 . Richard Covert of 
-Slaugham 
Nov. 1565 Anthony 
]Pelham of 
Buckstepe 
Nov. 1566 
...... 
William 
Dawtrey 
of Pet- 
worth 
Nov. 15 67 ........ Edward Bellingham 
of Hangle- 
ton 
Nov. 1568 ..... Jobn Apsley 
of Pulbor- 
ough 
Nov. 1569 . Henry Gor- ing of 
Burton (contd. 
-e 
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Date of Chichester Arundel Bramber, Lewes PevensqZ Hastings 
appointment. Rape Rape Rape Rape Rape Ra2e 
Feb. 1571 Edward 
Caryll 
(Horsfield., 
. i., 66 gives (perhaps g" . at this Cf. notes in Section time of 
III). Shipley) 
Nov. 1571 0a 0 John Pel- ham of 
T-aughton 
Nov. 1572 Sir. Thomas 
Palmer of 
Angmering 
Nov. 1573 .0 *' 000 10 * Francis Shirley 
of West 
Grinstead 
Nov. 1574 
(John Read, 
Sy. ) 
Nov. 1575 
(Richard 
Polsted., 
Sy. ) 
April., 1576 * so* ee 00 Herbert Pelham 
of Hell- 
ingly 
Nov. 1576 ............. William Gresham 
of May- 
field 
Nov. 1577 00 Sir Thomas Shirley of 
Wiston 
Nov. 1578 ....... George Gor- 
ing of 
Ovingdean 
Nov. 1579 
(Sir William 
Moore, Sy. ) 
(contd. ) 
- 
. 11 
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(Appendix 10 contd. ) 
Date of Chichester Arundel Bramber lawes Pevens2, y Hasting 
appointment. Rape R ape haRe Rape Rape RaRe 
Nov. 1580 .............. William Morley of 
Glynde 
Nov. 1581 
(Edraund 
Slif ield, 
Sy. ) 
Feb. 15 83 
(Sir Thomas 
Browne, Sy. ) 
Nov. 1583 ........ Walter Covert 
of Slaugham 
Nov. 1584 .**e0 Thomas 
(Horsfield, 1,86 gives 
Bishopp 
of Hen- Erz! as -11 of . PaFh-amll. field 
Cf. notes In Section 
III. ) . 
Nov. 1585 
(Richard 
Bostock.. Sy. ) 
Nov. 1586 ............. 
De c. 1587 
(Richard 
Browne. Sy. ) 
Nov. 1588 ........ John Caryll (Forsfield9i, 86 gives of Warnham 
h-IE"a`s--I"6f--H'arting" , Cf. notes in Sec. III. ) 
Nicholas 
Fahker of 
Ratton 
NOV. 1589 ........... Thomas Pel- 
ham of 
laughton 
Nov. 1590 . Herbert Pelham 
of Hell- 
ingly 
Nov. 1591 
(Robert 
Levesey.. Sy. ) (Contd. ) 
I 
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Date of Chichester Arundel Bramber Lewes Pevensey Hastings 
ap2ointment. Rape Rape_ Rape Rape, RaRe_ Ra 
N ov. 1592 .......... Sir Walter Covert of 
Slaugham 
Nov. 1595 0 Sir Nich- olas Parker 
of Ratton 
Nov. 159 4 
(William 
Gardener. Sy. ) 
Nov. 1595 a 
Nov. 159 60000 
Nov. 1597 
(George Moore, 
Sy. ) 
Nov. 1598 Jame s 
Colbrand, 
of Chich- 
ester 
4 
De c. 1599 
Nov. 160 0 
(Edmund 
Bowyer, Sy. ) 
Dec. 1601 
Da c. 1602 
Richard 
Leech of 
Fle tching 
Edward Cul- 
pepper of 
Vakehurst 
(Horsfield; i, 86, gives him 
as "'1'#'6j"---jy6reham Cf. notes 
in Section III. 
rr"k 
jHO; sfiýjq"; 1,86, gives him Eversfield 
notes in of Worth 
Section III. ) 
Thomas 
Bishopp 
of Parham 
00*10 
John 
Ashburn- 
ham of Ash 
burnham. 
Dec. 1603 
. (Robert Levesey. Sy. ) 
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Ap2endix 12. Families which aP2ear to have built or, 
extensively altered houses 
- 
in Sussex approx-i- 
mately during the reiEn Tf ElIzabeth OE ejrýY- 
in James I's reIE2. 
Apsley (of Fulborough) 1jew placep altered. (Elwesjl 235) 
Ashburnham (of Broomham) House said to date from 1580. 
(V. C. H. Sussex ixj, 179). 
Bartellot. The Hall & adjoining chambers of 
Stopham Houses perhaps of this 
period. (Elwess 221) 
Bellingham. Hangletons an Elizabethan house, 
probably built by the Bellinghams. 
(Horsfield, is 162) 
Bowyer of North Mundham. Jeythorne, re-built by Sir Thomas 
Bowyer, early 17th cent.., 
(Horsfield, 11., 46; Elwess 154-5) 
Bowyer of Cuckfield. Cuckfield Place built by Henry 
Bowyer as his residence.,, between 
1575 & 1589. 
(V. C. H. Sussex. gvii., 
149 et seqq., 
& 156; Coopety His ory of the 
Parish of Guckf e 77) 
Browne.. Viscount Montague. Possibly altered Cowdray T. R. Eliz. 
for her visit of 1591. (Elwes., 77; 
Garner &- Strattono Domestic 
Architecture of Englan2l durIng 
the TUdor perlod, is 49 et seqq) 
Covert. 
Culpepper (of Wakehurst) 
Darrell. 
Daivtroy. 
Eversfield. 
pitzalan, Earl of Arundel. 
Sir Walter Covert built Slaugham 
House, c. 1600. (S. A. C. xlvi., 170; 
Gotch., English Renais 
- 
sance 
Architecture, 19B). 
Wakehurst Place built c. 1590ý 
(V. C. H. Sussex., vii., 129) 
Scotney House Wilt early 17th cent, 
(Horsfield, i, 411). 
More Haase built. Date 1580 over 
the fireplace. 
(S. A. C. , xiv , 18) 
Denne House built probably soon 
after 1604 by the Eversfields. 
(Elwes, 120) 
Construction of the Castle perhaps 
finished at this time. (Elweso20) 
Garton. Woollavington built T. R. Eliz- 
(Horsfield, ii, 171) 
-w 
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Goring (of Burton) Barton House built T. R. Eliz. 
(Horsfield, ii, 172) 
(of Ovingdean & Lewes) Part of Ovingdean Grange, late 16th 
cent. work. 
(V. C. H. Sussex vii., 228) 
Pelham House in Lewes built by Geo. 
Goring c. 1579, and Bull House by Sir 
Henry Goring c. 1583. 
(V. C. H. Sussex. *viiO9.! --l0) 
Gounter Racton Manor built in about this 
period. (V. C. H. Sussexiv. 113; B. M. 
Add. MS. 5675., ý. 4ýa ýc b) 
Jefferay. Chiddingly Place re-bailt T. R. Eliz. 
ýS. A. C., xiv. 216) 
Marvin. Durford in Rogate altered. (V. C. H. 
Sussexoiv, 21; B. M. Add. MS. 5615., 
Y-. 28 a& b) 
Morley. G17nde restored or added to c. 1569. 
(S. A. C. xxj73 & v, 91; Horsfield.. i, 
345) 
Palmer (of Angmering) 
It (of Parham) 
Pelham (of Laughton) 
11 (of Hastings) 
it (of Buckstepe) 
Percy., Earl of 
Nor thumbe rland. 
Porter. 
Sackville (of Buck- 
hurst in Withiam) 
Shelley (of'Patcham 
& Lowes) 
New Place built by Sir Thomas Palmer. 
(Elwes' 11) 
Parham enlarged and altered T. R. Eliz. 
(Elwes, 165) 
Halland Place completed 1595. 
(S. A. C. xxiv, 5 et seqq. ) 
Pelham House completed 1610. 
(V. C. H. Sussex, ix. 6). 
Hendall House perhaps built in this 
period. (S. A. C., ix. 220) 
Petworth House largely repaired, if 
not wholly reconstructed by Henry 
Percy., 8th Earl., c. 1576. (Elwes, 171) 
Court Lodge in Lamberhurst built soon 
after 1607. (Horsfield., i., 410). 
Lord Buckhurst built a house in 1jewes 
known as "Lord's Houseff,, 
(S. A. C. xliii, 218; Horsfieldoi$215). 
House in Lewes built T. R. Eliz. 
(v. c. H. Sussex. viiOl2)- 
Perhaps built Patcham too. 
(B. M. Add. MS. 5672pf. 21) 
- 
.W 
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Shirley (of Wiston) ýAjiston House, re-built c.. 1576. 
(Horsfield, i, 235) 
Shurley (of Isfield) possibly a small house erected there 
by Thomas Shurley who d. 1579., in place 
of the larger one f ound by the family 
on their arrival. 
(S. A. C. xviii, 127) 
Thatcher. Priesthawes in Viestham, nr. Pevensey, 
perhaps built late in Elizabeth's 
reign or early in James Its. 
(S. A. Ge. qxjvP204) 
(Totals 32 families or family branches). 
Families which may have built or re-built houses in Sussex 
approx. during the Elizabethan period., judging from the archi- 
tectural style shovin in Grimmsf and Lambert's etchings in the 
Burrell MSS in the B. M. (B. M. Add. JASS. 5670-5677). 
Apsley (of Thackham) 
Culpepper (of Viigsell) 
Gage (of Firle) 
Jovett (of Grove HoýXsep 
nr. Hollington) 
May (of Pashley, nr. 
Ticehurst) 
Roberts (of Boarzellnr. 
Ticehurst) 
Selwyn (of Friston) 
(B. M. Add. MS. 
(B. M. Add. 1-AS. 
(B. M. Add. MS* 
5673,, f. 36c) 
567 0., f 4) 
5 671., f9 Ob) 
(B, L, I. Add. MS. 5070-p-f. 30b) 
(B. M. Add. 11S. 5670.. f. 2b) 
(B. M. Add. I, AS. 5670, f. 2a) 
(B. M. Add. lAS. 5671., f. 80a) 
(See also above for Shelley of Patcham) 
(Total: 7 families or family branches). 
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A2pend ix 13. Marriages of the heads of families living in. 1580. 
PART A. Numbers of times heaas of families living in 
1580 married. 
Married once. 
Agmondesham 
Apsley of Pulborough 
Ashburnha-m of Ashburnham. 
Ashburnham of Broomham 
Barkeley 
Bartellot 
Blount ? 
Bowyer of Cuckfield 
Caryll of Warnham, 
Churcher ? 
Culpepper of Wigsell 
Culpepper of Wakehurst 
Drew 
Ernley 
Eversfield 
Fenner 
Ford 
Fortescue A Gage of Bentley 
Goring of Burton 
Goring of Ovingdean 
Howard, Earl of Arundel 
Lewkenor of West Dean 
Lewkenor of Trotton 
lunsford 
may of Ticehurst 
May of Burwash 
Michell 
Onley 
Farker 
Pelham of laughton 
Pelham of Hastings 
Percy,, Earl of North- 
umberland 
Poole 
Roberts 
Sackville, 
Sackville 
Sackville 
Scott 
Sharpe 
Shelley of 
Married twice. Married 
three times. 
Apsley of Thackham, Caryll, of 
Bellingham Harting. 
Bishopp 
Bowyer of North Mundham 
Browne, Viscount Montague (Total: 1) 
Colbrand 
Covert 
Cowper 
Darrell 
Dawtrey 
Fitzalan, Earl of Arundel 
Gage of Firle 
Garton 
Gounter 
Hussey 
Jefferay 
Leech 
Lewkenor of Selsey 
Lumley 
Marvin 
Morley 
Nevell 
Palmer of Aggmering 
Palmer of Parham 
Pelham of BuckstePe 
Porter 
Selwyn 
Shelley of Michelgrove 
Sheppard 
Shirley of West Grinstead 
Shurley of Isfield 
Shurley of Lewe s 
Viest., Lord De la Vjarr 
(Total: 33) 
Lord Buckhurst 
of Seddlescombe 
of Chiddingly 
Patcham & Lewes 
(contd -) (contd. ) 
316 
(Appendix 13 contd. ) 
Married once. 
Shirley of Wiston 
Spelman 
Stanley 
Stannye 
Stapley 
Stoughton 
Thatcher 
Wilgoose 
(Total: 49) 
Unmarried. 
Barentýme 
Casie 
Levett 
Threele 
(probably) 
(Total-, 4) 
(Thus the total no. of marriages of these gentry was 116) 
PART B. Numbers of marriages of gentry living in 1580 to 
daughters of Sussex residents and to daughters of 
families mainlv resident elsewhere. 
(The figure 12.1 signifies two marriages). 
llarriaEes within Sussex. MarriaEes outside Sussex. 
Apsley of Thackham (2) 
Apsley of Pulborough 
Barkeley 
Caryll of Warnham 
Caryll of Harting (2nd 
Culpepper of Wakehurst 
Davitrey (2nd marriage) 
Draw 
Ernley 
Ford 
Fortescue 
Gage of Bentley 
Goring of Burton 
Goring of Ovingdean 
Hussey (lst marriage) 
Jefferay (2nd marriage) 
Lewkenor of Selsey (lst 
Levikenor of Trotton 
Lumley (1st marria8e) 
Lunsford 
May of Ticehurst 
Agraondesham (Herts) 
Ashburnham. of Ashburnham (Kent: 
Ashbtrnham of Broomham (Kent) 
Bartellot (Surrey) 
marraige) Bellingham (Hants) 
Bishopp (2-. - Kent; Surrey) 
Bowyer of Cuckfield (Surrey) 
Bowyer of North Mundham 
(2nd marriage; London) 
Br ovine,, Vis count Montague (2: - 
London &, Essex; Cumberland) 
Colbrand (1st marriage; Beds) 
Caryll of Harting (3rd marri- 
age; London.. but the widow of 
Sussex resident) 
Covert Ust marriage; Kent) 
Cowpor (1st marriage; Kent) 
marriage) Culpepper of Wigsell (Kent) 
Darrell (2: -both of Kent) 
Dawtrey (1st marriage; yent) 
Fitzalan, Earl of Arundel 
(2: -Vlarwic3s; Cornwall) 
(contd) 
- 
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Marriages within Sussex Marriages outside Sussex. 
morley (2) 
Nevell (2nd marriage) 
Onley 
Palmer of Angmering (1st marriage) 
Palmer of Parham (1st marriage) 
Pelham of Buckstepe (2) 
Pelham of Hastings 
Porter (lst marriage) 
Sackville of Seddlescombe 
Sharpe 
Shelley 
Shelley of Patcham. 
Sheppard (1st marriage) 
Shirley of West Grinstead 
(2nd marriage) 
Shurley of Isfield (2) 
Shurley of Lewes (1st marriage) 
Stapley 
Thatcher 
Wilgoose 
(Total. - 44) 
Gage of Firle (2nd marriage; 
Surrey) 
Garton (2-, -London; London &- 
Warwicks. ) 
Gounter Ust imarriape; Hants. ) 
Howard.. Earl of Arundel (0umb. ) 
Hussey (2nd marriage; Middx. ) 
jefferay (lst marriage; London) 
Leech (2nd marriage; Hants) 
T-umle y (2nd marriage; Yorks) 
Marvin (1st marriage; Middx ?) 
May of Burwash (Kent) 
Parker (Kent) 
Pelham of Laughton (Beds) 
Percy., Earl of Northumb. 
(Yorks) 
Poole (Kent) 
Roberts (Bucks) 
Sackville of VIlithiam, (Kent) 
Sackville of Chiddingly 
(Oxon ?) 
Scott (Middx) 
Selwyn (2nd marriage; Herts ?) 
Shelley of Michelgrove (2t- 
Hants; Herefordshire) 
Sheppard (2nd marriage: Kent) 
Shirley of Viiston (Kent) 
Shurley of jewes (2nd marri- 
age; Herts) 
Stoughton (Wilts) 
West., Lord De la Warr, (2: 
Gloucs; Hants) . 
(Total: 49) 
Queries. (i. e. Those of whose wives too little is known for 
their marriages to be classified. ) 
Bellingham (2nd marriage) 
Blount 
Bowyer of North Mundham (Ist marriage) 
Caryll of Harting (Ist marriage) 
Churcher 
Colbrand (2nd marriar) 
Cowper (2nd marriage 
Eversfield 
Fenner 
Gage of Firle (1st marriase) 
Gounter (2nd marriap) 
Leech (Ist marriage) (contd. ) 
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Lewkenor of Selsey (2ndmarriage) 
Lewkenor of West Dean 
Marvin (2nd marriage) 
Michell 
Nevell (1st marriage) 
Palmer of Angmering (2nd marriage) 
Palmer of Parham (2nd marriage) 
Porter (2nd marriage) 
Selwyn (Ist marriage) 
Shirley of West Grinstead (lst marriage) 
Spelman 
Stanley 
Stannye 
(Total: 25) 
. 
PART C. Numbers of marriages of heads of-the 87 seleeted 
families, living in 15800 to women who were also 
members of that'group of families. 
Apsley of Thackham (2) 
Apsley of Pulborough 
Barkeley 
Caryll of Harting (2nd marriage) 
Covert (2nd marriage) 
Ernley 
Ford- 
Fortescui) 
Gage of Bentley 
Hussey (lst marriage) 
Lewkenor of Trotton 
Dimley (Ist marriage) 
Lunsford 
May of Ticehurst 
Morley (lst marriage) 
Nevell Ond marriage) 
Onley 
Palmer of Angmering (lst marriage) 
Palmer of Parnham (lstmarriage) 
Pelham of Buckstepe (2) 
Pelham of Hastings 
Porter (Ist marriage) 
Sackville of Seddlescombe 
Shelley of Patcham 
Sheppard (ist marriage) 
Shirley of West Grinstead 
Shurley of Isfield (2) 
Thatcher 
Wilgoose 
(Totals 32) 
(2nd marriage) 
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PART A. Numbers of children of heads of selected families of 
the 1580 generation. 
Note. -- No distinction is made here between the children of first.. 
second or third marriages. 
Family. Sons. Daughters,. Total. 
Agmondesham 4 
A psley 
(i) of Thackham, 7 7 
(ii) of Pulborcrugh 7 2 
Ashburnham 
(i) of Ashburnham 4 1 
(ii) of Broomham. 4 
Barentyne (Probably unmarried) 
Barkeley (No children) 
Bartellot 1 
Bellingham 8 7 
Bishopp 3 2 
Blount 1 
Bowyer of Cuckfield 3 2 
Bowyer of North Mundham 2 2 
Browne, Viscount Montague 7 4 
Caryll 
(i) of Warnham 4 5 
(ii) of Harting 3 5 
Casie (Unmarried) 
Churcher 5 
Colbrand 1 
Covert (No children) 
Cowper 1 4 
Culpepper 
J) of Wigsell 4 1 
ii) of Wakehurst 4 9 
Darrell 1 5 
Dawtrey 5 1 
Drew 2 3 
Ernley 2 1 
Eversfield 2 
Fenner 3 
Fitzalan, Earl of Arund el 1 2 
Ford 3 
Fortescue 1 2 
Gage 
(J) of Pirle (No children) 
(ii) of Bentley 1 7 
Garton 4 7 
Goring 
(i) of Burton 2 3 
(ii) of Ovingdean 2 2 
Gounter 4 2 
Howard., Earl of krundel 1 1 
4 
14 
9 
5 
4 
1 
15 
5 
1 
5 
4 
11 
9 
8 
5 
3- 
5 
5 
15 
6 
6 
5 
3 
8 
: i. i 
5 
(contd. 
-. j 
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Family Sons. 
HusE; ey 7 
Jefferay 
Le e ch 
Levett (Unmarried) 
Lewkenor 
(i) of Selsey 5 
(ii) of Viest Dean 1 
(iii) of Trotton 2 
T-u ml ey 2 
Lunsford 2 
Marvin 1 
May 
(i) of Ticehurst 3 
(ii) of Burwash 1 
Michell 3 
Morley 4 
Nevell 1 
Onley 1 
Palmer 
(i) of Angmering 7 
(ii) of Parham 1 
Parker 2 
Pelham 
(i) of Laughton 1 
(ii) of Buckstepe 4 
(iii) of Hastings 1 
Percy,, Earl of Northumber- 
land 8 
Poole 6 
Porter 3 
Roberts 3 
Sackville 
(i) of Withiam 4 
(ii) of Seddlescombe 3 
(iii) of Chiddingly 
Scott 5 
Selwyn 8 
Sharpe 6 
Shelley 
(i) of michelgrove (No children) 
(ii) of Patcham 6 
Sheppard 1 
Shirley 
(J) of Wiston 3 
(ii) of W,, est Grinstead - 
Shurley 
(J) of Isfield 2 
(ii) of Lewes 1 
Spelman (No children) 
Stanley (No children) 
Dau&hters.. 
4 
3. 
2 
3- 
3 
5 
1 
3 
1 
- 
2 
:1 
3 
2 
2 
3 
6 
6 
7 
2 
IN 
Total. 
6 
1 
4 
3 
5 
: i. 
8 
3 
3 
9 
2 
2 
8 
11 
6 
5 
5 
7 
6 
14 
11 
12 
7 
10 
2 
(contd. ) 
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Family. Sons. Daughters. Total 
Stannye 1 - 1 
Stapley 2 2 4 
Stoughton 2 6 a 
Thatcher 2 8 10 
Threele (Unmarried) 
West.. Lord De la Warr 1 2- 3 
Wilgoose 2 3 5 
Total: - 223 sons; 214 daughters. 
Thus, omitting the 4 unmarried heads of families., . among 
the remaining 83 the average number of children of each 
was 5.3 to the fi rst decimal place. 
PART B. in infancy or durin Nambers of children 'who died either 
the MeEime of their fathers. 
3-ons. 
Apsley of Thackham 4 
Ashburnham of Ashburnham 1 
Bartellot I 
Bellingham 2 
Bishopp 1 
Bowyer of Cuckfield 2 
B=yer of North Mundham 1 
Browne., Viscount Montague 3 
Caryll of Warnham 3 
Caryll of Harting 1 
Churcher 1 
Culpepper of lZal-ehurst 2 
Da%vtrey 1 
Ernley 1 
Pitzalan, Earl of Arundel 1 
G eni nt Ar 1 
Howard, Earl of Arundel 
T-a e ch 
Lawkenor of Selsey 
Lewkenor of West Dean 
T-umley 
Marvin 
Palmer of Angmering 
Parker 
Pelham of Laughton 
Perc . Earl of Northumberland Scoti 
1 
1 
2 
3- 
1 
1 
1 
Daunters. 
3 
2 
(contd. 
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Sons. Dauýhters. 
Selwyn 21 
Shurley of Isfield 22 
16 
Note: - William Onley, only son and heir to his father., was found a lunatic, May 1610. (See Section III). 
PART C. Families in which the father (living in 1580) was not Eucceeded by his eI dest son owing to the latterrýs 
premature death. - 
Faraily. 
Bartellot 
Bishopp 
Bowyer of Cuckf ield 
Browne., Viscount Montague 
Culpepper of Wakehurst. 
Dawtrey 
Ernley 
Fitzalab, Earl of Arandel 
Gounter 
Lewkenor of Viest Dean 
Lumley 
Marv in 
Palmer of Angmering 
Scott 
Shurley of Isfield 
(T'otal; 15) 
He ir. 
A grandson in the male line. 
A younger son. 
A younger son 
A grandson in the male line. 
A younger s on 
A grandson in the male line. 
A younger son 
A Srandsbn in the female line 
A granason in the male line 
A grandson in the male line 
No direct heirs. Title became 
extinct. 
A grandson in the male line 
A younger son 
A younger son 
A nephew, son of a younger 
brother. 
Note: - Sir John Pelham of laughton's only son, Oliver., was a 
few months old at his fatherts death in 1580 and died 
in 1585, so that he was succeeded by his uncle, Sir Thomas Pelham, younger brother of Sir John. 
IN 
I 
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Appendix 15. Ilarriages-of children of heads of families liv 
PART A. 
Families 
in 1580. 
Numbers of marriages. 
Sons DauEhters Que 
Unmd. Md. Md. twice T-Tnmd. IvId. Md. Unknow 
oii-ce Ur more oii-ce 'fw-ice whe the 
AgmondeshtLm 
Apsley of 
Thackham I 
Apsley of 
Falboroagh 22 (one 3 
times) 
Ashburnham of A. 1 1 
It of B. 
Barentyne (No children) 
Barkeley (No children) 
Bartallot 
Bellingham 2 2 
Bishopp 2 1 
B lount 1 
Bowyer of 
Cuckfield 2 1 
Bowyer of N. 
Mundham 1 1 (3 times )l 
Brovine, Vise. 
I of Montague 3 1 (+2 ?) I 
Caryll of 
Warnham 3 1 3 
Caryll of 
Harting 1 11 2 
Casie (No children) 
Churcher 21 
Colbrand 1 
Covert (No children) 
0owper 
Culpepper of 
Wigsell 1 12 (one 3 
times) 
Culpepper of 
Via ke hu rst 2 2 3 
Darrell 1 
Dawtrey 4 
Drew 1 1 
Ernley 1 
Eversfield 
Penner 1 2 
Fitzalan E. of i Arunde 1 
ries., - 
n 
r they 
or More Md, or not. 
4 sons 
6 sons 
3 sons 
2 sons 
3 sons 
5 
2 
sons 
2 son 
(3 times) 
2 
3 
4 
1 
sons 
son 
son 
son 
sons 
(contdo) 
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Families. Sons Daughters Queries, - 
Unmd. Md. Did. twice Unmd. Md. M d. Unknown 
onF-e or more once t773-ce wFeRHO- they 
Or more md. or Not. -- 
Hussey 24113 
Jefferay 1 
Le e ch I 
Lave tt 
Lawkenor of 
Selsey 3 
Lewkenor of 
W. Dean 
Lewkenor of 
Trotton I 
Lumley 2 
Lansford 1 
Marvin 
May of 
Ticehurst 
May of Bur- 
wash 
Michell 1 
Morley 2 
Nevell 
Onley 
Palmer of 
Angmering 1 
Palmer of 
Parham 
Parker 1 
Pelham of 
Laughton 1 
Pelham of 
Buckstepe 2 
Pelham of 
Hastings 
Percy, E. of 
NorthImbd. 5 
Poole 4 
Porter 2 
Roberts 
Sackville of 
Withiam 3 
Sackville of 
Seddlescombe 1 
Sackville of 
Chiddingly 
Scott 1 
Selwyn 6 
(No children) 
2 
2 
1 
1 
I 
2 
3. 
2 
3 
1 
2 
1 
1 
1 
1. 1 
1 
2 1 
4 1 
1 
3 
3- 
3- 
3 
1 (4 times) 1 
2 
(3 times) 
1 
1 
2 
3 
2 
2 
1 
1 
1 
: i. 
3 
2 
6 
4 
1 (4 
time S) 
1 
sons 
son 
(contd. ) 
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Families. Sons. 
Unmd. Md. Md. ttvice 
once or more 
Sharpe 
Shelley of 
Michelgrove 
Shelley of 
Patchan, 
Sheppard 
Shirley of 
Wiston 
ShirleyoOf 
Výest drinstead 
Shurley of 
Isfield 
Shurley of 
Lewe s 
Spelman 
Stanley 
Stannye 
Stapley 
Stoughton 
Thatcher 
Threele 
West., Lord De 
la Warr. 
Wilgoose 
(No children) 
DauEh ters. Queries 
Unmd. Idd. Md. Unknown 
oH-c-e tFi-i-*60 ýFhether they 
Or More hid. Er-not, 
236 sons 
3 3 .5 
a a 
2 1 1 
2 : i. 
11 
(No children) 
(No children) 
11 
(3 times) 
23 
2 
(No children) 
2 
1 
5 
5 
2 
3 
6 
1 
3 
1 (3 
times) 
1 
1 (4 times) 
Thus, of 223 sons: - 84 married once 
28 married tvice or more (5 three tinlesp 
1f our times) 
66 apparently did not marry 
45 not classif ied 
Total 22-3 
of 214 daughters-- 138 married once 
14 married twice or more (2 three 
times.. 2 four times) 
62 apparently did not marry 
Total '2-1-4 
N. B 
Tj Out of the 147 marriages of the sons$ at least 40 appear 
to have been to Sussex women. (See Part B of Appendix). Out of the 170 marriages of the daug4ters at least 64 appear to have been to Sussex men. ( ibid' 
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2) Of the 40 marriages of the sons to Sussex women., 25 were 
to members of one or other of the families under review, 
i. e. about 1/6th of the total of marriages. (147) (See 
Part C. of Appendix). 
Of the 64 marriages of the daughters to Sussex men,, 28 were 
to members of one or other of the families under review, i. e. 
about 1/6th of the total of marriages (172). (ibid. ) 
PART B. Numbers of marriages listed in Part A of the Appendix 
vihicFl we-r-e--"Fo- sons or daugFiEers oT Sussex re"seiTf-5-. 
Among the children of the selected Sussex gentry of the 1580 
generation who married, the following sons and daughters married 
Sussex women and men :- 
Families 
A psley of 
Thackham 
Apsley of 
Pu lb or cru gh 
Ashburnham 
of Broomham 
Bartellot 
Bellingham 
Bishopp 
Blount 
Bawyer of 
Cuckfield 
Bowyer of 
N. Mundham 
Caryll of 
Harting 
Ghurcher 
Colbrand 
C owper 
Marrying 
once 
i 
Culpepper of 
Wakehurst 
Darrell 
Davitrey 
Ernley 
Sons 
Marry_in& 
twice or 
more 
4 
1 1 
I (one wife 
of Sx. ) 
1 (both wives 
of Sx. ) 
1 
1 
I 
1 
2 
2 
: i. 
1 (md. 3 times; 1 
1 wife of Sx. ) 
one wife 
of Sx. ) 
one wife 
of Sx. ) 
one wife 
of Sx. ) 
DauELters 
MarryinE 
once 
3 
2 
3- 
3. 
3. 
Marrying 
tvilce or 
more 
1 (both hus- 
bands of Sx. ) 
(contd. 
-I 
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Families Sons 
Eversfiela 
Fitz alan, E. of 
Arundel 
Ford 
Garton 
Goring of 
Burton 
Goring of 
Ovingdean 
Gounter 
Levvkenor of 
Selsey 
T-unsford 
May of 
Ticehurst 
May of 
Burivash 
Morley 
Nevell 
Palmer of 
Parham 
Pelham of 
Buckstepe 
Poole 
Porter 
Roberts 
Sackville of 
Withiam, E. of 
Dorset 
Sackville of 
Seddlescombe 
Sackville of 
Chiddingly 
Selwyn 
Shelley of 
Patcham 
Sheppard 
Idarryina MarryinE 
once, twice or 
more 
1 (one wife 
of Sx. ) 
1 
1 
1 (one wife 
of Sx. ) 
2 (one wife 
of each of Sx. ) 
2 
1 (both wives 
of Sx. ) 
21 (both wives 
of Sx. ) 
1 
1 
3- 
: 1. 
2 
1 
Daughters 
Marrying MarrZino 
once EWrce or 
more 
1 
2 
(both hus- , 
bands of Sx. ) 
1 
1 
(one hus- 
band of Sx. ) 
21 (both hus- 
bands of Sx) 
3 
(one hus- 
band of Sx. ) 
(md. 4 times; 
3 husbands ofý 
Sx. ) 
1 
21 (both hus- 
bands of Sx. ) 
(contd. 
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Families Sons DauEhters- 
MarrZiný jilarrying Marrying Marryin 
on ce twice or once Evice or 
more more 
Shirley of 
Wiston 2 
Shirley of 
V1. Grins te ad 
Shurley of 
Isfield (md. 3 times; 
one husband 
of Sx. ) 
Stannye 
Stapley 
Stoughton 
West, Lord De 
la Warr 
1 
1 
1 (all three 
wives of Sx. ) 
40 marriages -- 
1 
64 marrIages 
PART C. Numbers of marriaEes listed in Part B of the Appendix 
which were to members of the same Group of families. - 
Of the 40 marriages of the sons of gentry of the 1580 generation 
to Sussex women, 25 were to members of one or other of the same 
group of families j- 
Ashburnham of 
Broomham. 1 
Bartellot 2 
Blount 1 
Bowyer of 
Cuckfield 1 
Bowyer of N. 
Mundham 1 
Cowper 1 
Eversfield 1 
Ford 1 
Garton 1 
Gounter 2 
T-awkenor of 
Selsey 1 
lunsford 2 
May of Ticehurst 2 
Pelham of 
Buckstepe 1 
Poole 1 
Se lwyn 1 
Stannye 1 
(contd. ) 
329 
(Appendix 15 contd. ) 
Stapley 
Stoughton 
9,57 i. e. about 1/6th of the total of 147 marriages 
of the sons of this generation. 
Of the 64 marr iages of the daughters of gentry of the 1580 
generation to Susse. -, men, 28 viere to members of one or other of 
the same group of families 
A psley of 
Thackham 3 
Apsley of 
Pulborough 1 
Bowyer of N. 
Mundham 1 
Caryll of 
Harting 3 
Ernley 1 
Fitzalan, E. 
of Arandel I 
Goring of 
Barton 2 
Goring of 
Ovingdean 3 
Gounter 1 
Lawkenor of 
Selsey 1 
Morley 1 
Parker 1 
Roberts 1 
Sackville of 
Withiam 1 
Sackville of 
Chiddingly 1 
Shirley of 
Wiston 2 
Shurley of 
Isfield 1 
Stcrughton 2 
West., Lord De 
la Warr 1 
PSO 
4U i. e. aboat 1/6th of the total of 172 
marriages of the daughters of this generation. 
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Appendix 16. Marriages of untitled Suss . of 
the ezgentry 
selected fFm-ilies into the peerage. 
Heads of families in 1580. 
James Colbrand Esq. md. Martha, d. of Oliver., Lord St. John 
f Bletsoe. 
(Edmund Lewkenor or TrottonoEsq. md. Anne, base daughter of Sir 
Anthony Browne, father of Sir Anthony, 
lst Viscount Montague). 
Sir John Pelham of Laughton md. Judith, d. of Oliver, Lord St. 
John of Bletsoe. 
Herbert Pelham of Buckstepe Esq. md. Elizabeth., d. of Thomas West., 
Gth Lord De la Warr. 
Henry Poole of Ditchling Esq. md. Margaret, d. of George Neville, 
Lord Abergavenny. 
Sir William Scott md. Mary., d. of William, Lord Windsor. 
William Shelley of Michelgrove Esq. md. as his lst wife Margaret, 
d. of Thomas Wriothesley, Earl of 
SouthamPton. 
0a0000 
Children of heads of families in 1580. 
Sir Edward Bishopp. md. Mary, 4th d. of Nicholas Tufton, Earl of 
Thanet. 
Richard Blount of Dedisham Esq. md. Mary, d. of William West., 
10th Lord De la Warr. 
John Caryll of Warnham Esq. md. Mary, d. of Robert, Lord Dormer 
of Winge and of Elizabeth, d. of Sir 
Anthony, Viscount Montague. 
Margaret Caryll of Warnham md. Sir Philip Howard, eld. s. of Lord 
William Haviard of Naworth. 
Herbert Pelham of Buckstepe Esq, md. Penelope., d. of Thomas West, 
llth Lord De la Warr. 
Anne Shirley of VI-iston* md. John, lst Viscount Tracy. 
Cicely Shirley of Wiston md. Thomas West., 12th Lord De la Warr. 
Jane Shurley md. Denzil., Lord Holles. 
- 
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Appendix. 17. Sussex aentry attending Oxford and CambrLM 
Universities. 
Note. -- 101 and ICI indicate which University they attended. 
fxf indicates a degree. 
Fwaily 1580 Ee. neration Sons of the 1580 
generation. 
Agmondesham 
Apsley 
U) of Thackham 2 (Cx. -, Cx) 
(ii) of Pulborough 
Ashburnham 
(i) of Ashburnham 
(ii) of Broomham 4 (0,0, -OX. 107-) 
Barentyne (no sons) 
Barkeley 1 (G &- OX) (no sons) 
Bartellot 
Bellinghara 2 X) (C; 0 
Bishopp - 1 (C) 1 (0) 
Blount 
BoYTye r of Cuckfield 1 (C) 
Bowyer of North Idundham I (OX) Browne., Visc. 11ontague 
Caryll 
M of Warnham 
(ii) of Harting 2 (O; CýX) 
Casie (No sons) 
Churcher 
Colbrand 
Covert (No sons) 
Cowper 
Culpepper 
(i) of Wigsell, 1 (0) 2 (0; 0) 
(ii) of Wakehurst 2 
X) (C &, Ox; C 
Darrell 
Dawtrey 
Drew i (OX) 
Ernley 
Eversfield 1 (C) 1 (C) 
Fenner 1 (C) 
Fitzalan, Earl of 
Arundel 1 (C) 
Ford 
Fortescue 1 (C) 
Gage 
(i) of Firle (No sons) 
(ii) of Bentley 
Garton 2 (C; O) 
Goring 
W of Burton 1 (0) 
. (ii) of Ovingdean 
Gounter 1 (0) 
(contd. 
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Family 1560 aeneration Sons of the 1580 
goneraEiFn-. 
Howard, Earl of I Arundel i (C ) 
Hussey 
Jefferay 
Leech 
Lovett 
Lewkenor 
(i) of Selsey 
(ii) of West Dean 
(iii) of Trotton 1 (C & 0) 
LuAley 1 (C) 
Lunsford 
Marvin 
May 
(i) of Ticehurst 
(ii) of Burwash 1 (C) 
Michell 1 (C 
Morley 1 (C 
Novell 1 (C) 
Onley 
Palmer 
(i) of Angmering 
(ii) of Parham 
Parker 
Pelham 
(i) of Loughton 1 (C) 
(ii) of Hastings 
(iii) of Backstepe 1 (C) 
Percy, Earl of 
Nor thumbe rland 
Poole 
Porter 
Roberts 
Sackville ' U) of Withiam 1 (0 &C ) 
(ii) of Seddlescombe 
(iii) of Chiddingly 
Scott 
Selwyn 
Sharpe 
Shelley 
(i) of Michelgrove 
(ii) of Patcham 
Sheppard 
Shirley 
(i) of Wiston i (OX) 
(ii) of West Grinstead 
(No sons) 
(No sons) 
(No sons) 
I (c, &- 0) 1 (0) 
1 (G) 
1 (C) 
1 (C) 
1 (C) 
1 (0) 
2( Ox; OX) 
2 (G: cx) 
6 (oX; 0; 0; 0; 0; 0) 
2 (01ý 0) 
4 (OX; 0.07,. Ox) 
.0$ .9 2 (0; 0) 
(No sons) 
2 (C-CX) 
i (oi) 
(No sons) 
3 (0; 0"; C") 
(No sons) 
(contd. 
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Family. 
Shurley 
(i) of Isfield 
(ii) of Lewes 
Spelman 
Stanley 
Stannye 
Stapley 
Stoughton 
Thatcher 
Threele 
West,, Lord De la Warr 
Wilgoose 
1580 generation. 
1 
Total: 1.9 
(3 Oxf ord; 13 Cambridge; 
3 at both) 
(19 out of 87 = 21.8% to* the 
first decimal place) 
5 of the above took degrees. 
Colleges attended by the above. 
1580 generation 
oxfora 
New College 
Trinity 
Exe ter 
Hart Hall 
Oriel College 
1 (Barkeley) 
I (Barkeley) 
1 (levikenor of 
Trotton) 
2 (Sackville of 
Vlithiam; Shurley 
of Isfield) 
1 (Shirley of Wiston) 
I 
Sons of the 1580 
generation 
(No sons) 
(No sons) 
I (G) 
1( OX) 
2 (0-0) 
1 (0-, -) (No sons) 
2 (0; 0) 
Total: T4-Vvr39 fAT%'W-r) 
(41 oxford; 21 Cambridge; 
2 at both) 
(64 out of 223 = 28.7% 
to the first decimal place) 
25 of t he above took 
degrees. 
Cambridge 
Trinity College 2 (Barkeley, - 
Spelman) 
it St. Johnfs 6 (Bishopp; 
Fortescue; Hoviard; Levikenor: 
of Trotton; Nevell; Sack- 
ville of Withiam) 
Corpus Christi College 1 
(Eversfield) 
Queenfs College 6 (Lumley; 
May of Bunvash; Morley; 
Pelham of T-aughton; 
Pelham of Buckstepe; 
Shurley of Lewes) 
Peterhouse 1 (michell) 
(contd. ) 
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ColleEes attended by the above 
Sons of the 1580 generation. 
Oxford Cambridge 
St. Alban Hali 4 (All Ashburnhams Jesus College 3 (2 Apsleys; 
of Broomham) of Thackham; 1 Bellingham) 
Exeter College 1 (Lewkenor of Trotton) Llagdalene College 1 (Michel3 
New College 1 (Bellingham) Clare College 6 (1 Bowyer 
Queen's College I (Palmer of Ang- of Cuckfield; I Eversfield; 
mering) 1 Morley; 2 Selv; yns; 
Gloucester Hall 4 (All Percies) I Stannye) 
Trinity College 2 (1 Bishopp; 1 Caryll Caius College 2 (Both 
of Harting) Culpeppers of Wakehurst) 
Balliol College 4 (1 Browne; 1 Garton; Queen's College 2 (Fitzalan; 
1 Culpepper of Wakehurst; Lunsford) 
1 Goring of Burton) St. JohnTs College 4 
Oriel College 1 (Caryll of Harting) (Garton; Nevell; Lewkenor of 
St. Mary Hall 1 (Porter) Trotton; Porter) 
Hart Hall 13 (2 Wilgoose; 2 Shirley Triijity College 1 (Howard) 
of Wiston; 2 Culpepper of Wigsell; Erkinuel College 1 
1 Culpepper of Wakehurst; 1 Drew; CPelham of Buckstepe) 
1 Lewkenor of West Dean; 4 Sack- Sidney Sussex-College 1 
ville of Wi thiam) (Pelham of Backstepe) 
Brasenose College 3 (1 Gounter; 
2 Stoughton) 
St. JohnIs College 2 (Both Sackvilles 
of Seddlescombe) 
Christ Church Col lege 2 (1 Sharpe; 
1 Stapley) 
Iviagdalen College 1 (Thatcher) 
Note: - Not all those who are recorded as having been at 
Oxford 
and Cambridge Universities are listed above. It is not 
known to which colleges a few of them went. 
I 
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A2pendix 18. Sussex gentry attending the four main Inns of Court. 
Note: - III; IMI; IGf; and ILI indicate respectively the Inner Temple., 11iddle Temple, Gray's Inn and LincolnIs Inn. 
Ixt indicates a call to the Bar. 5 of the names in the 
1580 generation are thus markedo although no specific reference 
to their calls can be found in the records of their respective 
Inns, because they are known to have become Benchers, Serjeants- 
at-law, or Judges. In addition,, Sir Edward Culpepper of Wake- 
hurstj, alive in 1580.. is marked Ixt as he appears to have been a 
serjeant-at-law, (See Section III)., but with a query, as there is 
no record of his admission to or membership of any of the four 
Inns. 
Famiýy 1580 zeneration. Sons of the 1580 
peneriition. 
Agmondesham 
Apsley 
U) of Thackham 4 (G; G, "P', G&-I; Ix) 
(ii) of Fulborough 1 
Ashburnham 
(1) of Ashburnham 
(ii) of Broomham 2 (G; G) 
Barentyne 1 (No sons) 
Barkeley 1 W9. -but no 
reference) (No sons) 
Bartellot 
Bellingham 1 (G) 
Bishopp 1 M 1 (10 
Blount 
B owyer of Cuckfield 1 (M) 
B owyer of N, Mundham 1 (Mx- but no 1 
reference) 
, Visc. Montague Browne I ? (G) 3 (I; G; I) . Caryll 
(i) of Warnham 
(ii) of Harting M 
Casie l(Mx) (No sons) 
Churcher (1; practised as 
an attorney at 
Guildford) 
Colbrand M 
Covert (G) (No sons) 
Cowper 
Culpepper 
(i) of Wigsell 1 M 3 (M; Ilx- G) " (ii) of Wakehurst X? 2 (Le- G) 
Darrell 1 (GI 
Dawtrey 1 (L) 
Drew 2 (1; Gx) 
Ernley 1 W 
Eversfield 
Fenner 
(contd, ) 
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Family 1560 Eeneration Sons of the 1580 
zeneration 
Fitzalan, Earl of 
Arundel 
Ford 1 
Fortescue 1 (G) 1 
Gage 
U) of Firle (No sons) (ii) of Bentley 
Garton 2 (G; M) 
Goring 
(1) of Burton 1 (M) 
(ii) of Ovingdean 1 
Gounter (M) 
Howardo Earl of 
Arandel 
Hussey I (G) 
Jefferay 1 (Gx-but no 
reference) (No sons) 
Leech (No sons) 
Levett (No sons) 
Lewkenor 
(i) of Selsey 1 Ovi I 2 (M; 1A) 
(ii) of West Dean 1 (M -but, no 1 
(iii) of Trotton reference) 
Lumley 
Lunsford I (G 
marvin 1 
May 
(J) of Ticeburst 1 (G) 
(ii) of Burviash 1 (G) 1 (G) 
Michell 1 (G) 
blorley 3 (11; G; G) 
Nevell 1 (G) 
Onley 
F. a- er 
. (J) of Angmering 1 (G) 
(ii) of Parham 
Parker 
Pelham 
(i) of T-maughton 
ii) of Hastings 1 (Gx) 1 (G) 
iii) of Buckstepe 1 (G) 5 (G; 11; rix) 
Percy.. Earl of 
Northumberland 1 (G) 5 (14; G; II; M; M) 
Poole 1 ? (L) 
Porter 2 (1; 1) 
Roberts 
(contd, ) 
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Familv 1580 E eneration Sons of the 1580 
generation. 
Sackville 
(i) of Withiam 1 M 3 (1; 1; 1) 
(ii) of Seddlescombe 
(iii) of Chiddingly (No sons) 
Scott 1 (G) 
Selwyn 2 (G; G) 
Sharpe 1 (G) 
Shelley 
M of Michelgrove 1 (No sons) 
(ii) of Patcham 2 (1; 1) 
Sheppard 
Shirley 
(i) of Wiston 1 (G) 2 (1; 1) 
(ii) of West Grinstead 1 (G) (No sons) 
Shurley 
(i) of Isfield 1 (M ý 
(ii) of Lewes 1 (M: but no W 
r7 
reference) 
Spelman 1 W (No sons) 
Stanley 1 ? (G) (No sons) 
Stannye W 
Stapley 
Stoughton i (IX) 2 (1 : IX) i 
Thatcher 1 (G 
Threele (No sons) 
Iyest, Lord De la Warr 
V; Jlgoose 1 (G) 2 (G; L) 
Total: 
(9 Inner Temple; 12 faiddle 
Temple; 17 Gray's Inn; 
2 Lincoln's Inn) 
17/4 45-- q0 
(40 out of 87 a , 4&47e, -57 to the first decimal place) 
Total: or 0 
fr4r.; U4, 
(21 Inner Temple; 21 Middle 
Temple; 2,6'Gray's Inn; 
7 Lincoln's Inn) 
33 
(7. F out of 223 to the 
first decimal place) 
10 of the ab6ve became barris- 
ters, or 11 counting Cul- 
pepper of Yjakehurst. 
Of these barristers, 5, or 
6 if Henry Barkeley be 
included., though his member- 
ship of the I= is doubtful, 
were of the Middle Temple; 2 
of Gray's Inn; 1 of the Inner 
Temple; I of Lincoln1s Inn. 
It is not 1mown to which Inn 
Sir Edward Culpepper belonged. 
6 of the above be came barri- 
sters. 
Of these barristers, 2 were of 
the Middle Temple, 2 of the 
Inner Temple, I of Gray's Inn 
and 1 of Lincoln1s Inn. 
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I 
Numbers attending Numbers attendinE Numbers attending 
Universities & Inns UniversItles Inns of Court 
of Court. -o=ny 
1580 Zen Their 1580 gen- Their 1580_gen- Their 
eration sons. eration sons eration sons 
Apsley of Apsley of 
Thackham(2) Thackham 
(2) 
Apsley of 
Pulborough 
Ashburnham Ashburnham (1) 
of Broom- of Broom- 
ham (2) ham (2) 
Barentyne 
Barkeley ? 
Bellingham Bellingham 
(1) (1) 
Bishopp Bishopp(l) 
Bowyer of 
Cuckfield(l) Bowyer of Bowyer of 
11.11undham N. Mundham 
Browne (1) Browne. Vis c. (1) 
Montague Browne(2) 
01 caq 11 
WcLenk ON 
Gfttý7 aa-af 
Caryll of Caryll of 
. , 
Garyll of 
Harting(l) Harting(l) Harting 
Casie 
Churcher(l) 
Colbrand 
Covert 
Cowper (1) 
Culpepper 
Culpepper Culpepper of Wigsell 
of VUgsell of Wigsell(2) 
Culpepper of 
W-akehurst, (2) Darrell (1) 
Dawtrey (1) 
Drew (1) Drew (1) 
Ernley 
Eversfield Eversfield 
Fenner (1) Fenner 
Fitzalan 
Ford (1) 
Fortescue Fortescue(l) 
Garton (2) 
Goring of Goring of 
Burton(l) Burton(l) 
(contd. ) 
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Numbers attending Numbers attending Numbers attending 
Universities 
- 
&- Tnns Universit ies only Inns of Court on y 
of CourE 
1580 Zen- The ir 1580 en Their 1580 Ren- Their 
eration sons er sons eratroF- sons 
Goring of Goring of 
Ovingdean Ovingdean 
Gounter Gounter 
Howard Howard(l) (1) 
Hussey 
Jefferay 
Lawkenor Lewkenor Lewkenor 
of Selsey of Selsey of Selsey 
(1) (1) 
Lawkenor of Lewkenor of 
West Dean(l) West Dean 
Ijewkenor of 
Trotton 
Lumley 
lunsford 
Marvin(l) 
May of 
Ticehurst 
May of May of 
Burwash Burwash(l) 
Michell(l) Michell 
Morley(l) Morley Morley (2) 
Nevell Nevell 
Palmer of Palme r of 
Angmering(l) Angmering 
parker(2) 
Pelham of 
Laughton 
Pelham of Pelham of 
Hastings Hastings 
(1) 
Pelham of Pelham of Pelham of Pelham of 
Buckstepe Buckstepe(l) Buckstepe Buckstepe 
(1) (2) 
Percy (4) Percy (2) Percy Percy (1) 
Poole? (l) 
Porter(2) Porter 
Sackville Sackville of Sackville 
of Withiam Withiam(3) of Withiam(l) 
Sackville Sackville 
of Seddles- of Seddles- 
combe (2) combe 
I (contd. ) 
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Ijumbers attending 
Universl-tles & Inns 
OT C, our t. 
1580 Ben- Their 
oration. sons. 
Selviyn(2) 
Sharpe(l) 
Numbers attendin 
unlvers=-sonýaE 
1580 gen- Their 
eration. sons. 
Numbers attending, 
Inns of Court onýZ. 
1580 gen- Their 
eration sons 
Scott 
Shirley of Shirley of Shirley of 
Wiston Vliston(2) Wiston(l) 
Shurley of 
Isfield 
Shurley of 
Lewes 
Spelman 
Stannye(l) Stapley(l) 
StouShton(2) 
Thatcher(l) 
V, Tilgoose(2) 
Totals: - 
13 45 6 19 
Shelley 
of Mich- 
e Igr ove 
Shelley of 
Patcham(2) 
Shirley of 
W. Grinstead 
Shurley of. 
Leyl es (1) * 
Stanley? 
Stoughton 
Wilgoose. 
30 
PercentaEes (of 87 for the earlier generation; of 223 for the 
later): - 
31 . O'Olv Ii. /I 
14.9% 20.2% 6.9% 8.5 % 
. 
99-C ý10 ;zv -9 
2. -42-0 
O/v 
Thu s 51- e .q. 
7p of the earlier Seneration and Of the lat r 
were educated at a University or an Inn of Court or both. The 
percentage figure for the later generation would be higher were 
it possible to allow for infant mortalities. 
77 -' '--- 
341. 
Appendix 20. Numbers of manors., 
messuages, 
families through t 
reversions of manors and of 
heaas of selecte6 
xee gencrarlons accorPEna. to 
ons Post Mortein. 
Note: - The Inquisitions Post Mortem here referred to are those 
o17-The individual who was head of each selected family,, or 
family branch in 1580., of his predecessor, whether grandfather, 
father or elder brother, and of his successor., if any., whether 
son, grandson or younger brother, provided the latter died not 
later than c. 1625. 
Not all the parcels of land referred to in these 
Inquisitions are listed here, but only manors., reversions of 
manors and capital messuages, and, in the case of the greater 
landowners who possessed them, hundreds and rapeso boroughs., 
baronies., parks., London houses and dissolved religious houses. 
The sources are printed in the Publications of the 
Sussex Record Society, iii, xiv., and xxxii-J... though xxxiii --Ives 
no details., ana reference has beFn made to the originals in the 
F. R. O. For all references, see end of Appendix. 
tSxf means that the Droperty referred to is in Sussex. 
(2) represents the individual living in 1580, (1) and 
(3) his predecessors and successors. 
Family. Manors. Reversions CaLital 
7 manors. messuaEes. 
Agmondesham, (No I. P. Ms) 
Apsley 
oý Thackham 
(No I. F. Mts) 2) 
3) Wm. Apsley,, gent. 22 (SX) 
(ii) of Pulborough * 
1) Nicholas Apsley. gent 2 
2) John Apsley Esq. 2 (SX) 
3) Geo. Apsley Esq. 2/3rds of a manor 
Ashbarnham 
(i) of Ashburnham 
1) (No I. P. M. ) 
2) John Ashburnham Esq. (Sx) 
3) (No I. P. M. ) 
of Broomham 
Iavrence Ashburnham Esq. 
2) Adam Ashburnham Esq. 
(No I. P. M. ) 
(also lands in Kentp 
cluding the IsIO. of 
(sx) 
in- 
SheppeY 
Barentyne 
1) Sir 'Um. Barentyne (I. P. I,, I. for Oxfordshire; apparently no 
lands in Sussex). 
(contd. ) 
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Family Manors. 
Barentyne 
2) (No I. P. MI s) 5) 
Barkeley (No I. P. Mls) 
Reversions 
of manors. 
c ýp. ý ýal 
messuar, es. 
Bartellot 
1) (No I. P. 1A. 
2) Vlm. Bartellot Esq. 3 (Sx) 
3) (No I. P. 11. ) 
Bellingham 
1) (No I. P. 11's) 2) 
3) Richard Bellingham Esq. 3 (SX) 
Bishopp 
1) Thomas Bishopp 4) (SX) 
2) Sir Thomas Bishopp 10) 
3) (Died after 1625) 
Bowyer of Cuckfield 
1) John Bowyeryeo. 0 
2) Henry Bowyer Esq. (SX) 
3) Sir Henry Bowyer -: 17 t 
Bowyer of North Mundham 
1) Thomas Bowyer 2 (SX) 
2) Thomas Bowyer 2 (SX) 
3) (No I. P. M. ) 
B rowne, Viscount Montague 
1) Sir Anthony Browne 52 2 (ST) 
(6 Hants; 2 Kent; 28 Sx; 16 Sy) 
Also-. - 9 dissolved relig. houses (4 Sx; 4 S ;l Cambs) 
2 Parks (Syý 
1 Rape (Sx 
(From 4 I. F. M's) 
2) Sir Anthony Brovine 47 1 (SY) 
(28 Sx; 2 Kent; 2 Hants; 15 Sy) 
A lso: - 4 dissolved relig. houses (2 Sx; 2 Sy) 
3 Parks (Sx) 
(From one J. P. M. j, but very imperfect. NO Wards or Exchequer copies. ) 
3) (Son d. v. p. Grandson died after 1626) 
(contd. ) 
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Fan, ily. 
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Manors. Reversions 
of manors. 
Capital 
messuages. 
Caryll 
(j) of Warnham 
1) John Caryll Esq. 
(Grandfather) 51 (SX) 
2) Sir John Caryll (Only one copyp almost entirely illegible) 
3)(Died after 1625) 
(ii) of Harting 
1)(See 1 above) 
2) Sir Edward Caryll 12 1 (SX) 
3) Sir Thomas Caryll 10 (SX) 
Casie (No I. P. Mls) 
Churcher 
1) (No I. F. Mts) 2) 
3) Thomas Churchergent. 1 (SX) 
Colbrand 
1) Thomas Colbrand 0 
2) James Colbrand Esq. 
3) (Died after 1625) 
Covert 
1) Richard Covert Esq. 
2) Sir Walter Covert 
(8 + 2/3rds + 14 
(Died in 1631, 
3) (No childrej 
eneration&of 
7 (SX) 
11 + 2/3rds +3 (SX) 
3x; 1 Sy; 2 Kent) 
but included here as of the 2nd 
such importance). 
Cowper 
1) John Cowper 
2) John Cowper., gent. 
3) John Cowper Esq. 
Culpepper 
(i) of Wigsell 
1) (No I. P. M. ) 
2) (No I. P. M. ) 
3) Thomas Culpepper Esq. 
(ii) of Wakehurst. 
1) Thomas Culpepper 
2) Sir Edward Culpepper 
3) (Died after 1625) 
Darrell 
1) (No I. P. M. ) 
2ý Thomas Darrell 
3 (No I. P. M. ) 
o (but held lands in Dicham and 
Harting., Sx. ) 
0 -do- 1 (SX) 
1 (sx) 
2 (Sx) 
6 (3 SX; 3 SY) 
1 (Kent. I. P. M. taken in Kent) 
(contd. ) 
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Manors. Reversions 
ri manors 
Davitrey 
1) Sir John Dawtrey 
2) William Dawtrey Esq. 
3) (Son d. v. p.; grandson died after 1625) 
(sx) 
(sx) 
Drew 
1) (No I. P. M. ) 
2) (No I. P. M. for Roger Drew but 
one for his widow., Dorothy) 0 (but held lands in Bosham, Sx) 
3) Bradshaw Drew Esq. 1 and the moiety 
of another 1/3rd (Also lands in 
(SX) Bosham, Sx) 
Ernley 
1) V-1m. Urnley Esq. 2 (Sx) 
2) Richard Ernley Esq. 
3) (NO I. P. M. ) 
Eversfield 
1) Nicholas Eversfield 1 (SX) 
2) John Eversfield Esq. 4+ 
(3 + ti Sx; 1 SY) 
3) Sir Thomas Eversfield 4+41 
(3 + T' Sx; 1 Sy) 4: 
Fenner (No I. P. 1,41s) 
1 (Hants 
but also had non-manorial 
lands in Sx. ) 
Fitzalan, Earl of Arundel. 
1) William. Earl of Arundel (Only I. F. IA. gives 3 mis in Sy) 
2) (No 
3) (No sons) 
Ford 
1) (Irrelevant, -a Devon man. See Section III) 
2) John Ford Esq. 1 (SX) 
3) (Son died after 1625) 
Fortescue 
1) (Irrelevant, - an Essex man, no property in Sussex. See 
Section III) 
.L+. 46 (Sx) 2) Francis Fortescue Esq 2 1--3 
Also 1 Hundred (SX) 
3) Edmtnd Fortescue Esq. 0 (but manors in Essex &- Cambs. ) 
Gage 
(1) of Firle 
1) Sir Edward Gage 
2j John GagerEs . 3 (No child ený 
16 (14 SX; 1 SY; 1 NOPfOlk) 
11 (Sx) 
(contd. ) 
Capital 
messuaEes. 
(Appendix 20 contd. ) 
Family 
Gage 
(ii) of Bentley 
1) James Gage Esq. 
2) Edward Gage Esq. 
3) (No sons) 
Garton 
1) (No I. P. M. ) 
2) Giles Garton Esq. 
3) Sir Peter Garton 
Goring 
(i) of Burton 
1ý Sir William Goring 
2- Sir Henry Goring 
3) William Goring Esq. 
(ii) of Ovingdean &- Lewes. 
1) (See I above) 
2) (No I. P. M. ) 
3) George Goring Esq. 
Gounter 
1) Arthur Gounter Esq. 
2) George Gounter Esq. 
3) John Gounter Esq, 
Howard., Earl of Arundel 
Thomas Howard, Duke of 
Norf olk 
2) Philip Hov7ard, Earl of 
Arundel 
3) Thomas Howard, Earl of 
Arundel. 
Hussey 
1) (No I. P. bf. 
2) John Hussey 
3) George Hussey 
Jefferay 
1) (No I. F. M. ) 
2) Sir John Jefferay 
3) (No children) 
345 
Manors. Reversions 
of manors. 
Gapital 
me_ssuages. 
7 
(6 Sx; 1 Wilts) 
4 
(2 Sx; 1 Wilts; 1 Kent) 
3 (SX) 
3 (Sx) 
52 (Sx) 
91 (Sx) 
2 (Sx) 
6+ (Sx) (in 
Lewes) 
I (SX) I (SX) 
3 (2 Sx; 1 Hants) 3 (2 
Sx; I Hants 
3 (2 Sx; 1 Hants) 2 (Sx) 
(I. P. 11. for Herts. 
only) 
(Apparently, no I. P. M. ) 
(Died after 1625) 
1 (Sy) 1 (Sx) 
I (Sy) 1 (Sx) 
I ý+-!, a park (Sx) (SX) 8 2; 2 
(contd. ) 
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Family Manors 
Leech 
1) (Unknown) 
2) Richard leech Esq, 3 (SX) 
3) (No sons) 
Leve tt 
1) John Levett 20 (Sx) 
2) Lawrence Lovett 6 (Sx) 
3) (No children) 
Reversions 
of manors 
Capital 
messuages. 
Levikenor 
(i) of Selsey 
1) Ed=nd Lewkenor (SX) 
2) Thomas Lewkenor (I. P. M. contains proof of age only) 
3) (NO I. P. m. 
Ui) of West Dean 
1) (See 1 above) 
2) Sir Richard Levikenor 
3) (Son d, vop. Grandson 
(iii) of Trotton 
1) (No I. F. M. ) 
2) Edmund Lewkenor. gent. 
3) (No 
4+1, (Sx. ) 2 
died after 1625) 
-1 (SX) 2 
1 (Salop) 
LU#le'7 
1) George Lumley (I. Pj, 1. in bad condition and largely illegible. 
No names of manors appear. ) 
2) John, Lord T-umley 20 
(8 Sx; 4 Sy; 8 CO. Durham) 
Also; - 4 Parks (2 Sy; 1 Sx; 1 Durham) 1 Forest (Sx) 
3 Hundreýds (Sx) 
3) (No surviving children) 
Lunsford (No 
Marvin 
1) (No I. F. Ills) 2 fl 
Edmmnd Marvin Esq. 
Also: - 
2 (1 Hants; 1 Sx) 
1 dissolved priory (Sx) 
May 
(i) of Pashley in Ticehurst. 
1) Thomas Maypent. 2 (Sx) 
2) Thomas Ilay, Esq. 2 (Sx) 
3) (Son died after 1625) 
(ii) of Bunwash 
1) (See 1 above) 
2) George May Esq. 2 (Sx 
3) Sir Thomas May 2 (Sxý 
1 (Hants) 
(contd. ) 
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FamilV 1, lanors Reversions Capital 
of manors, me LSU2Le S. 
Ilichell (No I. P. Lifs) 
Morley 
1) Thomas Morley Esq. 5 (SX) 
2) William Morley Esq. 6 (Sx) 
3) Herbert Morley Esq. 23 (Sx) 
Nevell (No I. P. 11's) 
Onley 
1) (ITO I. F. Id. 
2) Owen Onley Esq. 1 (SX) 
3) Uilliam Onley., gent. -i (SX) 
Palmer 
(i) of Angmering 
1) john Palmer Esq. 6 (Sx) 
2) (No 1.1. M. ) 
3) (110 I. P. 111. ) 
(ii) of Parham 
1) Robert Palmer Esq, 6 (Sx) 
2) Sir Thomas Palmer 9 (SX) i (SX) 
3) ýAjilliam Palmer Esq. 1 (SX) 9 (SX) 
Parker 
1) John Parker Esq. 7 (Sx) 
2) (No I. P. IVII. ) 
3) Sir Nicholas Parker 7 (Sx) 
Pelham 
(i) of laughton 
1) Sir Nicholas Pelham 5 (SX) 1 (SX) 
Also: 2 Hundreds (Sx) 
2) Sir John Pelham 5 (SX) 
Also; 1 Hundred (Sx) 
2a) (Also became head of the family on 
the death of his father in 1560, 
but then a minor) Oliver 
Pelham Esq. 2 (Sx) 3 (Sx) 
Also; 1 Hundred (Sx) and the reversion 
of 5 more (SX) 
3) Sir Thomas Pelham 12 (Sx) 
Also: Castle, Honour2 
Barony & Rape of Hastings 
and 10 Hundreds named (Sxj. 
(ii) of Hastings 
1) (No I. P. 11. ) 
2) Sir Edmund Pelham 
3) (Died after 1625) 
2 (1 Sx; 1 Kent) 
(Contd. ) 
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Family Manors. Reversions Ca 
, 
pital 
of manors. messua2es. 
Felham 
(iii) of Backstepe 
1) Anthony Pelham Esq. 4 (Sx. but will in C, 142.145.12 refers 
to lands also in cos. Y,. ent, Sy.,, Dorset, 
2) (No I. P. 11. ) 
Lincolnshire, Northumberland and Yorks). 
3) (Died after 1625) 
Percy., Earl of Northumberland. 
1) Thomas Percy, Earl of N., 
ex. 1572. Elder brother of 
Henry Percy, Gth Earl. (Only one I. P. 11., survives for 
Dorset) 
2) Henry Percy, 8th Earl 1 
of Northumberland 100 1- 13 1 (London) 
Also: 
3) (Died after 1625) 
poole (No I. P. MIS) 
Porter (NO I. P. L113) 
Roberts 
1) (110 1. P. m. 
2) Walter Roberts Esq. 
3) (Died after 1625) 
- xU-U 
(16 Yorks; 56 NoVthd; (8 Yorks; 
I Darham; 24+ 4 Som; 1 
Northd. ) Cumb; 1 Sx. 
1 Dorset; I Carmarthem) 
14 Castles (4 Yorks; 3 Northd; 1 Gumbd; 
6 Carmatthem & Per; b * 
7 Parks (1 Yorks; 3 Northd; 3 Sx) 
1 Hundred (Som) 
Sackville 
(i) of Withiam 
1) Sir Richard Sackville 
2) 
2 London) -- 
Alsot 3+2- boroughs (Sx) 
Ga stle (Sx) 
5 Parks (2 Kent; 3 SX) 
2 dissolved relig. hOUses 
(1 Sx; 1 EX) 
10 & -! ý Hundreds (SX) 2 
35: L 2 
(33L, Sx; 2 Sy) 
Thomas Sackville., 
Lord Buckhurst & subsqy. 
Earl of Dorset. , 651+-! 6 
(57,1ý4214- S4x; 5 (5 Mdx; 
Kent; 1 Sy: 1 Gloucs) 
1 (Sx) 
1 (London) 
3 (1 Lon- 
don; 2 Sx) 
(contd. ) 
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Familv. Manors. Reversions 
of manors. 
Capital 
messuages. 
3) Robert Sackville, 
Earl of Dorset. 
(il) of Seddlescombe 
1) (No I. P. M. ) 
2) John Sackville Esq. 1 (SX) 
3) (Died after 1625) 
(iii) of Chiddingly 
1) William Sackville Esq. 1 (Sy) 
2) (No I. P. M. ) 
3) (No son) 
Scott , 
1) (NO I. P. M. ) 
2) William Scott Esq. 
, 3) William Scott Esq. 
Selwyn 
1) Thomas Selwyngent. 
2) John Selwyn Esq. 
3) Thomas Selwyn Esq, 
Sharpe (No I. P. mls) 
Shelley 
(i) of Llichelgrove 
(His I. P. M.,, which has been studied in 
conjunction with his will, enumerates 
precisely the same pieces of property as 
those held by his father and listed in 
his except that Robert Sackvillef. -e. 
I. P. I. I. includes also a fourth part of the 
manor of Houndean in Sx. ) 
(But received rent from 
tenements in Durford., Sx) 
4-1 2 (3 Sx. 1 Ex- -1 Kent) s2 62 
(3 Sx; 1 Ex; 2-.. lg Kent) 
1 (SX) 
2 (SX) 
2 (SX) 
(use only 
1) John Shelley Esq. 7 
U Sx; .1 Ex; 2 Warwicks; I Herts; 2 Iýjilts) 
2) (NO I. P. M. - only proof of age) 3) (No children) 
Ui) of Patcham & Lewes (NO I. P. IVIIS) 
Sheppard. 
1) Robert Sheppard 3 (Sx) 
2) (No I. P. 1,1. ) 
3) (Died after 1625) 
Shirley 
U) of Wiston 
1) William Shirley Esq. 5 (4 Sx; I Bucks) 
2j (No I. P. M. ) 
3 (No I. P. M. ) 
1 (Sx) 
(contd,, ) 
f 
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Family 
Shirley 
(ii) of West Grinstead 
1) Francis Shiriey Esq. 
2) Thomas Shirley Esq. 
3) (Died after 1625) 
350 
1,. Ian or s 
2 
(1 Sx II Som) 
1 Sx) 
Shurley 
W of Isfield 
1) Thomas Shurley Esq. 
2) John Sharley, Sir. 
3) (No surviving children) 
(ii) of Lewes 
1) (No I. P. M. ) 
2) Sir John Shurley 
3) (Died after 1625) 
Spelman (No I. P. 1ds) 
Stanley Wo I. P. mis) 
Stannye 
1) William Stannye 
2) Richard Stannye Esq. 
3) (No 
Stapley 
1) (No I. P. MIS) 
2) (No I. P. Mls) 
3) Anthony Stapley Esq. 
(sx) 
Reversions 
of manors. 
I (sx) 
1 (sx. 
1 (sx) 
1 (SX) 1 (SX) 
i 
0 (but hold s=e lands in Sx) 
0 (but held sone lands in Sx) 
(1 Sx; 1 Som) 
Stoughton 
1) Thomas Stoughton 1 (SY) 
2) Adrian Stoughton Esq. 2 (Sx) 
3) (Died after 1625) 
Thatcher 
1) John Thatcher Esq. 4 (Sx) 
2) James Thatcher Esq. 2 (Sx) 
3) (NO I. P. 1111s) 
Threele (No I. P. Mls) 
West., Lords De la Warr 
1) Thomas West, 9th Lord 
De la Warr 27 
(1 Vjilts; 8 Sx; 10 Hants; 
1 Dorset; I Devon; 1 Gloucs; 
2 Som; 1 Lanes; 1 Lines; 
I'Warwicks 
Also: 2 dissolved relig houses 
(1 Hants; 1 London) (contd. ) 
Capital 
messuaces. 
(SX) 
(sx) 
- 
.W 
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Family. Manors Reversions 
OF 1,1ANWHS 
2) William West., Lord 
De la Warr for Hants only survives. 
manors, 8 of which are in Hants, (nephew) and 1 in Lincs; also 2 parks in 
2 dissolved religious houses, 1 
3) Thomas VIestLrd 
I in Hants. ) 
De la Viarr (I. P. M. for Hants only survives. 
manors., all in Hants. ) 
Capital 
messuaEes. 
Lists 14 
5 in Sussex 
Sussex; and 
in London, 
Lists 7 
ViToose 
1 Thomas Wilgoose I (SX) 
2) John Wilgoose Esq. 5 (1 Kent; 1 Sx; 3 Glamorgan) 
3) (Died after 1625) 
I. P. M. references. 
Note, -. 'All references given below are to - 
originals in the F. R. O. s wFe ther Chancery, Exchequer or Wards Rect3 nds, except in the case 
of transcripts from a MS, in the Bodleian Library, printed in 
S. R. S. j, xxxiii. 
Agmondesham - 
Apsley 
M of Thackham 
3)William Apsley C. 142/200/45 
(ii) of Fulborough 
1) Nicholas Apsley C 142/85/32 
2) John Apsley C: 142/23ý/47 
3) George Apsley C*142/29f/65 
Ashburnham 
U) of Ashburnham 
2) John Ashburnham C. 142/264/231 
Ui) of'Broomham 
1) Lawrence Ashburnham C. 142/145/16 
2) Adam Ashburnham C. 142/251/104 (See also., S. R. S. 'xxxiiip 
50-51) 
Barentyne 
1) SirWm. Barentyne C. 142/92/73 
Barkeley 
Bartellot 
2) William Bartellot C. 142/2 6 4/15 1 
Bellingham 
3) Richard Bellingham C, 1,42/238/56, 
Bishopp, 
Thomas Bishopp C-14? /127/50 
2) Thomas Bishopp C: 142Z45S/98 
(contd. ) 
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I. P. 11. references. 
Bloun t 
3) Richard Blount C. 142/550/85 
Bowyer of Cuckfield 
1) John Bowyer C*142/67/106 
2) Henry Bowyer C. 142/226/60 
3) Henry Bowyer C. 142/292/173 
Bowyer of N. Mundham. 
1) Thomas Bowyer C. 142/121/160; C. 142/187/62 
2) Thomas B(n7yer C. 142/244/105 
Browne., Visc. M, ontapue 
1) Sir Anthony Browne C. 142/89/132 ) Hants (also E. 150/994/2) 
&- Wards V3/128) 
C. 142/88/79) Kent 
& Wards V5/30) 
C. 142/89/143) Sy. (also E. 150/1096/7) 
Wards V57/54 
C. 142/89/153 ) Sx. (also E. 150/1096/8) 
8c Wards V5/49-53) 
2) Sir Anthony Browne 0.142/235/110 
Garyll 
(i) of Warnham 
1) John Caryll C. 142/14,3/28 
2) Sir John Caryll C. 142/346/182 
(ii) of Harting 
2) Sir Edward Caryll C. 142/315/179 (See also S. R. S. xxxiii, 59) & Wards V44/168 
3) Sir Thomas Caryll C. 142/372/155 
Casie 
Churcher 
3) Thomas Churcher C. 142/375/57 
Colbrand 
1) Thomas Colbrand C. 142/101/104 
2) James Colbrand (C. 142ý/264/110 
& (C. 142/291/24 
Covert 
1) Richard Covert C. 142/191/70 
2) Sir Walter Covert C. 142/490/187 
& Wards VSS/147 
Caviper 
1) John Cowper C. 142/97/103 
2) John Cowper C. 142/214/170 
3) John Ccn7per C. 1427/181: /153 
(contd. ) 
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I. P. M. references. 
Culp epper 
(i) of Wigsell 
3) Thomas Culpepper (C 142/341/53 
& (C: 142/3 5 6/7 0 
(ii) of Wakehurst 
1) Thomas Culpepper C 142/159/46 
2) Sir Edward Culpepper C: 142/456/80 
Darrell 
2) Thomas Darrell C. 142/209/36 
Dawtrey 
1) Sir John Dawtrey C. 142/92/97 
& Wards 7/5/106 
2) William Dawtrey (C. 142/231/78 
& (C. 142/2 67/4 0 
Drew 
2) , widovi of 
(Dorothy 
. Roger Drew) C. 142/247/1 
3) Bradshaw Drew C. 142/341/75 
Ernley 
1) William Ernley 
2) Richard Ernley 
Eversfield 
1) Nicholas Eversfield 
2) John Eversfield 
3) Sir Thomas Eversfield 
I 
C. 142/75/64 
C. 142/309/164 
(Hants) 
C. 142/97/84 
C. 1427244/103 
C. 1427/684/15 
(Kent) 
Fenner 
Pitzalan, Earl of Arandel. 
1) William Pitzalan, etc. 
Ford 
2) John Ford 
E. 150/913/1 ) Sy 
C. 142/71/'117) 
(0.142/232/27 & 76 
&(C. 142/226/124 
Fortescue 
1) Henry Fortescue 
Francis Fortescue 
3) Edivard Fortescue 
Gage 
(i) of Firle 
1) Sir Edward Gage 
2) Johh Gage 
E 
C. 142ý177/55 
(E sex) 
C,, 142/219/83 (See also S. R. S. xxXii -1 11 -23) 
C. 142/251/10.3 
C. 142/152/144 
C. 142/257/88 
(contd. ý 
(Appendix 20 contd. ) 
I. P. 11. references 
Gage 
(ii) of Bentley 
1) James Gage 
2) Edward Gage 
Garton 
2) Giles Garton 
3) Sir Peter Garton 
Goring 
(i) of Burton 
1) Sir Vlilliam Goring 
2) Sir Henry Goring 
3) William Goring 
(ii) of Ovingdean & Lewes 
3) George Goring 
Gounter 
1) Arthur Gounter 
354 
G 142 165/178 
C: 142ý376/144 
C. 142/236/102 
(C 142/2927/165 
0: 142/307/1 
2) George Gounter 
3) John Gounter 
Howard, Earl of Arandel 
1) Thomas Howard, D. of 
Norf olk; ex-1572 
Hussey 
2) John Hussey 
3) George Hussey 
Jefferay 
2) Sir John Jefferay 
Lee ch 
2) Richard Leech 
Levett 
, 
1) John Lývett 
-. r, "-,, -- -, 4-3- and 2) L11wrence Levett 
Lewkenor 
(i) of Selsey 
1) Edmund Lewkenor 
2) Thomas Lewkenor 
(proof of age 
(ii) of West Dean 
2) Sir Richard lawkenor 
(iii) of Trotton 
2) Edmund Lewkenor 
T-umley, Lord Lumley 
lj George Lumley 
2 JoI7. n. Lord Lumley 
lunsford 
Marvin 
3) Edmund Marvin 
C. 142/104/79 
142/244/101 c 
C 142/269/97 
C. 142/271/156 
C. 142/175/79 
C. 142/207/135 
C 142ý/404ý 112 
C: 14: ý/419/45 
(Hants) 
(SX) 
(Hants) 
C. 142/161/79 
0 142/550/61 
C: 1427/356/64 
C 142/191/77 
C: 142/19f/106) 
(for Herts only) 
(SX) 
C. 142/249/71 
C. 162/106/66 ) (SX) /105) C 14: ý1106 
C: 142/211/192 
. 
C. 142/75/54 
C 142/126/135 
oniy) 
C, 142/355/45 
C. 142/236/66 
E 150/237/24 
C: 142/31f/109 (SY) 
C 142/683/187 ) 
C: 142/346/175 ) 
(contd. ) 
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I. P. M. references. 
May 
(i) of Fashley in T 
T) Thomas May 
2) Thomas May 
(ii) of Barwash 
2) George May 
3) Sir Thomas May 
Michell 
Morley 
1) Thomas Morley 
2) William, Morley 
3) Herbert Morley 
Nevell 
Onley 
2) Owen. Onley 
in Ticehurst 
3) Uilliam Onley 
Faime r 
(i) of Angmering 
1) John Palmer 
(ii) of Parham 
1) Robert Palmer 
2) Sir Thomas Palmer 
3) William Palmer 
Parker 
1) John Parker 
3) Sir Nicholas Parker 
Pelham 
(i) of Laughton 
1) Sir Nichol&s,: ý Pelham 
2) Sir John Pelham 
2a) Oliver Pelham 
3) Sir Thomas Pelham 
(ii) of Hastings 
2) Sir Edmund Pelham 
(iii) of Buckstepe 
1) Anthony Pelham 
Percy., Earl of Northum- 
berland 
1) Thomas-Percy. 7th Earl 
2) Henry Perc-. v,,, 8th Earl 
Poole 
Porter 
Roberts 
a) Walter Roberts 
Sackville 
M of Withiam 
1) Sir Richard Sackville 
C 142/97/85 
C: 142/324/174 
C 142/236/8ý 
C: 1427/366/1 0 
C. 142/124/160 
/98 C. 142/25ý 
C. 142/325"/184 
(C 142/226/121 
(C: 142j239 /11 
C. 142/324/147 
(C 142/137/50 
(C 142/14d/180 
0.142/70/46 
(C. 149/197/60 
(C 142j295/55 
0: 142ý/2147234 
G. 142/114/25 
G. 142/38d/124 
C. 142/131/169 
C. 142/195/119 
G. 142/206/24 
C, 142/417/41 
C. 14,2/298/104 
C. 142/145/12 
G 142/176/26 (for Dorset only) 
C: 142/208/167 
0.142/720/2 
C. 142/145/11 
(contd. ) 
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I. P. M. references. 
2) Sir Thomas Sackville, 
Earl of Dorset 
3) Robert Sackville, Earl 
of Dorset 
(ii) of Seddlescombe 
2) John Sackville 
(iii) of Chiddingly 
1) Viillian Sackville 
Scott 
2) William Scott 
3) William Scott 
Selwyn 
1) Thomas Selwyn 
2) John Selwyn 
3) Thomas Selwyn 
Sharpe 
Shelley 
U) of Michelgrove 
1) John Shelley 
2) VUlliam Shelley 
(proof of age only) (ii) of Patcham & Lewes 
C. 142/311/110 
C. 142/312/128 
G. 142/381/140 
C. 142/110/148 
C. 142/210/66 (See also S. R. S. xxxiiij 
C. 142/225/54 
21) 
C 142/67/128 
C: 1427/242/80 
C. 142/393/136 
C. 142/94/53 
C. 142/124/164 
Sheppard 
1) Robert Sheppard 
Shirley 
W of Wiston 
1) William Shirley 
(ii) of Vlest Grinstead 
1) Francis Shirley 
2) Thomas Shirley 
Shurley 
(i) of Isfield 
1) Thomas Shurley 
2) Sir John Shurley 
(ii) of Lewes 
2) Sir John Shurley 
3) John Shurley 
Spelman 
Stanley 
Stannye 
1) William Stannye 
2) Richard Stannye 
5tapley 
3) Anthony Stapley 
Stou hton 
1ý Thomas Stoughton 
C. 142/175/77 & 78 
(See also S. R. S. xxxiii. 15) 
C. 142/94/76 
C. 142/183/65 
C. 142/292/153 
C, 142/191/101 
C. 142/471/70 
C. 142/355/63 
C, 142/472/73 
(C. 142/148/16 
(C. 142/162/182 
C, 142/279/374 
C. 142/291/96 
(C,, 142/179/81 
(C. 142/187/84 
(SY) 
(contd. ) 
357 
(Appendix 20ý contd. ) 
I. P. 1d. references. 
2) Adrian Stoughton 
Thatcher 1. 
1) John Thatcher 
2) James Thatcher 
Threele 
ýIest, Lord De la Warr. 
1) Thomas VZest, 9th Lord 
De la Warr 
2) VUlliam West, Lord De 
la Warr (nephew) 
3) Thomas West, Lord De 
la Warr 
Wilgoose 
1) Thomas W-ilgoose 
2) J ohn Wilgoose 
I 
C. 142/351/98 
C 142/167/81 
C: 142/333/36 
C. 142/104/75 (Hants) 
C 1427/104X73 & 74 (Sx) 
C: 142/104/110 (Wilts) 
C, 142/245/64 (Hants only) 
G. '42/273/85 (Hants'only) 
G, 142/67/101 
C. 142/292/162 
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Appendix2l. Maximum numbers of manors held by the selected 
families according to I. P. IVI's (where these eRst) 
for the 3 relevant Eeperations and for-=lnividua. Ls 
ilying not later than 1625. 
Note: - Where the number of manors fluctuates from generation to 
generation the highest figures are taken. In this Appendix the 
various branches of any one family are not treated separately and 
where the number of manors held varies from branch to branch,. the 
highest figure is taken, a note being added about the other 
branches. 
Less than 5 M's 5- 10 m1s. 10 - 20 mts Over 20 mts 
in any_generation. 
Apsley (Thackham; 
& Fulborough) 
Ashburnham (Ash- 
burnham & Broom- 
ham) 
Bartellot 
Bellingham 
Bowyer of Cuckfield 
Boviyer of N. Mundham 
Churcher 
Colbrand 
C oviper 
Darrell 
Dawtrey 
Drew 
Ernley 
Eversfield 
Ford 
Bishopp 
Culpepper 
(Wakehurst) 
Goring (Burton) 
& Ovingdean) 
jefferay 
morley 
Palmer (Angmer- 
ing & Parham) 
Parker 
Scott 
Shelley (Ilichel- 
grove) 
Shirley (Vjiston) 
Wilgoose 
(11) 
Caryll (Harting) Browne, Visc. 
Govert Y, 
Gage (Firle) Peýcy., E. of 
Leve tt 1,11d. 
Lumley Sackville,, 
Pelham (Laugh- E. of Dorset 
ton) We stý Id. De 
la V, arr 
(6) 
(4) 
Note: Caryll of Note: Sack- 
Varnham & Gage ville of 
of Bentley had Seddlescombe 
bet. 5-10 m1s. & of Chidd- 
Pelham of Hast- ingly both 
ings &, Pelham had less 
of Buckstepe than 5 m1s. 
both had under 
Fortescue Note-, Culpepper of 5 mIs 
Garton =igsell & Shirley 
Gounter of West Grinstead., 
Hussey 
Lee ch 
Lewkenor (Selsey; 
Trotton &, West 
Dean) 
Marvin 
May (Ticehurst 
&. Burwash) 
Onley 
Roberts 
Selwyn 
Sheppard 
Shurley (Isfield; 
&- Lewes) 
Stannye 
Stapley 
Stoughton 
Thatcher 
both had less than 
5mIs. For Shelley 
of Patcham, no I. P. M's 
-survive. 
(32) (contd. ) 
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No sources. 
Agmondesham lunsford 
Barkeley Michell 
Barentyne Nevell 
Blount Poole 
Casie Porter 
Fenner Sharpe 
Fitzalan., Earl of Arundel Spelman 
Hm7ard.. Earl of Arundel Stanley 
Threele Total (17) 
Of the 32 families with less than 5 mfs, if the highest figure 
for any generation or branch of a family be taken, and if fractions 
of manors be ignoredj, 7 had no manors at all, 7 had 1 manor, 8 had 
2 manors, 7 had 3 manors and 3 had 4 manors :- 
No whole 
Manors. 
Churcher 
Colbrand 
Coviper 
Dawtrey 
Fortescue 
(had 2 
half m1s) 
Roberts 
Stannye 
(7) 
1 manor 2 manors 
Ashburnham 
(of Alburn- 
ham)- 
Bowyer of 
Cuckfield 
Darrell 
Drew 
Ford 
Hussey 
Onley 
Apsley (Thack- 
ham &- Pulbrol) 
Boviyer of N. 
Mundham) 
Ernley 
Marvin 
May (Ticehurst 
& Burviash) 
Selivyn 
Stapley 
Stoughton 
('7) 
(Ashburnhams 
of Broomham., 
no mis. ). 
(8) 
ri. an or s 
Bartellot 
Bellingham 
Garton 
Gounter 
Le e ch 
Sheppard 
Shurle (Is- 
fieldý 
(7) 
(Shurley of 
Leives, l m. ) 
manors 
Eversf ie3. d, 
Lewkenor 
(VI. De an) 
Thatcher 
(3) 
(lawkenor 
of Sel- 
sey, l m; 
Levike nor 
of Trot- 
ton -; Am) .P6 
Thus., of 53 families out of 70 for which at least one relevant 
J. F, Jý, exists 
32 or 60.4% hold less than 5 manors. 
11 or 20.7% held between 5-10 manors. 
6 or 11 3yq held between 10-20 manors (1 of these a baronet) 
4 or 7: 5yo, held over 20 manors (all peers) 
-w 
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A pendix 22. Numbers of manors held and 
- 
total annual value above 
reprize, of lands h2ld Q "h Eds of families Over 6 
generations,, (includinE those n 1580 their 
K redecessors and successors, provided these-ýý 
ýied 
not 
Ar than c. 76Mý, taken from Feodary Surveys. 
Note: - The ticks signify that the corresponding Feodary Surveys 
and Inquisitions Post Mortem agree as to numbers of manors and/or 
capital messuages held. 
IM? means it has been ascertained that a minority ensued. 
Family and No. of manors Total value of 
F. R. O. reference. K. ý3apiE=am-es- esTate p. a, 
suages held. above reprize. 
Bishopp 
1) Thomas Bishopp Esq. (111) 
2 copies: Wards 6/43 Pt. 1 
(6 Jan. 2 Eliz. ) 4 rats Z161.19.9 
Wards 9/138 ff. 159) 
-161 b (18 Apr. 2 Eliz. ) 
(But see Feodar Survey of his son, Sir Thomas BishopPdt'.. 14 Nov. 
1631., (Wards 5 43 Pt. 2)., which shows him as holdin. 6 10 manors thot 
his total estate was valued at L105.16.4. p, a, above reprize. ) 
B Owyer of N. Mundham. 
2) Thomas Bowyer Esq. (Il) 
Wards 5/43 Ft. 2 V/ 
(12 Apr. 37 Eliz. ) 2 mls 
(Also entry of 1596 gives 1 messuage 
in London) Z 76.13.4 
Caryll of Harting 
3, ') Sir Thomas Caryll 
Wards 5/43 Pt. 2 
(6 Feb. & 16 Sept. 1618) 10 mts P, 153.6* 8 
Churcher 
3) Thomas Churcher Es 
W 
p. 
ards 5 43 Pt. 2 
(13 Oct. 1619) 
C61brand 
2) James Colbrand Esq. (M) 
Wards 5/43 Pt. 2 
(17 Apr. 4 Jas. I) 
(Cf. lVards 5/43 Pt. 1 
dt... 21 Oct. 42 Eliz. ) 
2 cap. 4iess. 
In Slinfold (1 in 
I. P. m. )z9.5.4 
V/ 
cap. mess. 
in Chich. 0 lately 
occupied by Geo. 
Goring, - see F. S. 
of 42 Eliz. )z 34.12.0, 
(Feodary Survey of John Cowper - Wards 5/43 Pt. 1 - in 2 sections, # 
one of which is dt. 18 Jan. 1620 appears to be that of the grandson (C. 14' of the John Cowper who was living 1580. See 41so the 2. 
378.126) which shovis that he d. v. p.. Although he is not mentioned 
(contd. ) 
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Family and 
P. R. O. reference 
361 
No. of manors 
& capital mes- 
sua&es held. 
as having held any manors,, and is given as holding only one capital 
messuage together with other lands, his total estate is valued at 
1150.0.0.. P. a. above reprize. ) E 
Dawtrey 
2) William Dawtrey Esq. 
Wards 5/43 Pt. 2 
(20 Sept. 2 Jas. I) 
Drew 
3) Bradshaw Drew Esq. (111) 
Wards 5/43 Pt. 1 
(Date not clear) 
Ford 
2) John Ford Esq. (M) 
Wards 5/43 Pt. 2 
(27 Apr. 32 Eliz. ) 
C/l, 
cap. mess. 
& moiety of 
a third of a 
r=or Z 4. 
Total value of 
estate 
above 
_. 
Eepr 1-7-e. 
V/ zlo* 
Gage of Bentley 
2) Edward Gage Esq. 
3 Surveys in Uards 5/43 Pt. 24mts 
7 June., 1619 (Sx); 1 June., 1 cap. mess. 
1619 (Hent); 9 Oct. 1619 (VJilts) (Total val. ) Z57. 
5.4 
2.6 
68 
8.0 
Goring of Ovingdean 
3) George Goring Esq. (11) 
Wards 5/43 Pt. 2 6m is 
(7 June, 44 Eliz. ) (& 1 cap. mess) 5.16.8 
(See note on F. S. as to reason for very 
lcmi valuation - his lands', except for a manor bought after his fatherls death., had formerly 
been valued for the Queen's use because of the 
debts of his father. ) 
Gounter t/ 
1) Arthur Gounter Esq. (M) m. 
Wards 9/140 ff 50lb-503b. & the reversion 
(22 Sept. 18 Eliz. ) of another. Z46.19.4 
Lawkenor of West Dean 
2) Sir Richard Lewkenor, 5 (I. P. M. says 4W3) 
C. J. Chester. 1 cap. mess. in 
Wards 5/43 Ft. 2 co. Salop. (1 May, 1619) (Total value) Z22.13*- 4 
(contd. ) 
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F=ily and 
P. R. O. reference 
Lewkenor of Trotton 
2) Edmund Lewkenor,, gent. (i., i) 
Wards 5/43 Pt. 2. 
(14 June, 35 Eliz. ) 
May of Burwash 
3) Sir Thomas May (M) 
2 Surveys,, both Wards 
5/43 Pt. l. (one undt. 
& torn, other 3 Feb. 13 
Jas, I) 
Michell 
2) Thomas Michell Esq. of 
Cuckfield. 
Wards 5/43 Pt. 1 
(F. S. dt. 15 June, 1629 
thol he died c. 1625, 
see Section III) 
Morley 
3) Herbert Morley Esq. (M) 
3 Surveys, all in Wards 
5/43 Pt. l. 
(14 Mar. 8 Jas. 1; 1 Apr. 
1611; 6 Aor. 1622) 
No. of manors 
& capital mes- 
ssua, g, es heid. 
Total value of 
estate p. a., _ aE -ove r -ep rýZ e 
t/ 1 
2 
mls 
/ 
0 
Z 4.16. a 
z 
z 3. 
3 MIS 
(Total value of 
estate) Z69. 
Onley 
2) Owen Onley Esq. (M) / Wards 5/43 Pt. 1 V 
(17 Apr. 36 Eliz. ) 1 M. 
Palmer of Angmering 
1) John Palmer Esq. (11) 
Wards 9/138 ff. 38lb-382b 
and 9/139 ff. 137b-138 
(25 Feb. 5 Eliz. ) 6 MIS 
%/ Pelham of Laughton 
3) Sir Thomas Pelham 12 MIS 
V4ards 5/43 Ft. 1 Castle., Honour, 
(Oct, l Chas, I., died 1624) Barony & Rape Of 
Hastingsp and 10 
Hundreds. 
z 
6.8 
lo 
4 
Z282.13.1 
P, 229.3. 
1 
contd. 
. f. 
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Fam i ly_ an d 
F. R. O. reference. 
Sackville, Earl of Dorset, 
of VI-ithiam. 
3) Robert Sackville, E.. of 
Dorset. (m) 
Wards 5/43 Ft. 2 
(Apr. 17., 1610) 
Selwyn 
3) Thomas Selwyn Esq. (M) 
Wards 5/43 Ft. 1 
(20 Jas. I) 
Sheppard 
1) Robert Sheppard Esq. (M) 
Vlards 9/140 ff. 520-523b. 
(23 May 18 Eliz. ) 
Shirley of West Grinstead 
2) Thomas Shirley Esq. 
Wards 5/43 Pt. 1 
(27 Jan. 4 Jas. I) 
Shurley of lBvie s 
2) John Shurley. serj. at L(M) 
Wards 5/43 Pt. 1. 
(22 Feb. 1616) 
Stannye 
1) William Stannye (M) 
Wards 0/140 ff. 375-6 
(27 Apr. 10 Eliz. &. 
26 Nov. 14 Eliz. ) 
Stapley 
3) Anthony Stapley (M) 
Wards 5/43 Ft. 1 
(3 may, 4 Jas. I) 
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ilo. of manors 
&_ ca2iE-a-Tl -mes. - 
sua&es held. 
Total valu6 of 
estate a* 
above-EeP SIze 
I 
Same lands as in 
his J. P. M. except 
the F. S. includes 
5 prio)ries in Sx. 
as well as I-ewes 
priory; & omits 
m. of Hoandeanp1AdxO 
1 m. in Sy; 1 M. in 
Gloucso &1 park 
2 boroughs in S-,,,. * (Total value of 
lds in Sx. oKentoEx. j London, 1,, Iidx.., Glos. ) 
F, 949. 12. 
1 cap. mess. . 0,36.1 .a (2 mts mentioned in 
I. P. 1,11. were,, according 
to it, conveyed to Edw. 
S. $ his brother, Thos. 
retaining the use during 
his lifetime. Not men- 
tioned in the F. S. ) 
MIS 
1 cap, mass. -Z9. 
M. 
cap. MeM, L 10.15.4 
16/ 
16.8.10 
2 MIS 
sx; i som. ) Z 21. 
(contd. 
17.8 
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Family and 
IP. R. O. reference. 
Stoughton 
2) Adrian Stoughton (m) 
Wards 5/43 Pt. 1 
(10 Sept. 13 Jas. I; 
see also 5 Apr. 13 Jas. I) 
Thatcher 
2) James Thatcher 
Wards 5/43 Pt. l. 
(1619) 
Note d 
No, of manors Total value of 
q ýJ ca -P a1 me s- estate D, ao 
suages held. above r2.2rize. 
t//' 2 mls JZ13.0.0 
2 mts 
a cap. messo Z71.3. . 4. 
Thus the Feodary Surveys give the same no. of manors as 
the I. P. 11's in all the above cases except 3) - Richard Lewkenor 
of West Deab., C. J. Chester; Robert Sackville., Earl of Dorset; 
and Thomas Selwyn (but this is explained in a note attached to 
his I. P. M. ) 
365 
Appe x 231. Chart showinE the comparative value of lands of 
various heads of families accordin. Z to Fe- O=a 
Surveys. 
NOTE: Cadet branches of families are treated separately. 
=ny the three generations., - those living in 1580., their pre- 
decessors, and successors who died not later than 1625, are dealt 
with. For no family or family branch has more than one relevant 
Feodary Survey survived. (See Appendix 22. ) 
Total estate-. valued at - 
Under L10 2. a. L10 & over;, L50 & over; 
above reprize. under Z50. under L100 
(All of the below held less than 5 manors 
except those marked fxf) 
(Churcher (Colbrand (Bowyer of 
(, P9.5.4. (L34.12.0 (11.1, lundham 
(Drew (Ford (06.13.4 (Davitrey ýZ4.2.6 (ZlO. 6.8 (Z58.5.4 
(Goring of (Gounter 
(Ovingdean(x) (L46.19,4 (Gage of 
(L3.16.8 (Bentley 
(Lewkenor of (Ipwkenor of 
(F, 57,8.0 
(Trotton (West Dean (Morley 
(L4.16.8 (Z22,13,4 (L69.18.10 
(May of Burwash (Selwyn (Thatcher 
(0.6.8 (Z36.1,6 
(Michell (Sheppard 
(Z3.7,8 (F, 29.19.4 
(Onley (Shurley of 
(Z8,5,4 (Lewes 
(Shirley of (ZlO. 13.4 
(West Grinstead (Stannye (P, 9.0.0. (L16.8.10 
(Stapley 
(Z21.17.8 
(Stoughton 
(Z13.0.0. 
x 
Z100 & L150 
over; over. 
uncl-er- P, 150- 
(All of the below ex- 
cept that marked 1., V 
held more than 5 m1s) 
(Bishopp (x) 
(z161.19.9 
(Caryll of 
(Harting 
(Z153.6,8 
(Palmer of 
(Angmering 
(Z282.13.1. 
(Pelham of 
(Laushton 
(Z229.3,4 
(Sackville, 
(Earl of 
(Dorset 
(Z9 49.12,8 
George Goring of Ovingdean's Feodary Survey (Wards 5/43 pt. 2; 
(contd. 
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dt. 7 June., 44 Eliz. ) ahows that he held 6 whole manors 
and more but values his whole estate at L3.16.8. p. a. 
above reprize. It explains the reason for this low 
valuation was that his lands had, with the exception of 
a manor bought after his father's death., formerly been 
"extended at a greater valewe to the use of the Queen's 
Majesty" for the payment of the debts of his father. 
Thomas Bishoppts Feodary Survey (Ii". 1ards 5/43 Ft. 1; dt. 
6 Jan. 2 Eliz... and Wards ý/138 ff. 159-161 b; dt. 18 Apr. 
2 Eliz. ) shows that although his whole estate w as valued 
at L161.19.9 p. a. above reprize, he held only 4 manors at 
his death. Perhaps he enjoyed the use of others. His son, 
Sir Thomas Bishopp, according to his Feodary Survey, (Wards 
5/43 Pt. 2j, dt. 14 Nov. 1631). held 10 manors at his death 
although his whole estate was valued at L105.16.4. p. a. above 
reprize which was less than the valuation on his father's 
estate. 
(See also note in Appendix 22 concerning john Cowper who does 
not, hov. jever$ belong to any one of the 3 generations here under 
review. 
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Appendix 24. Families holding manors in Sussex only and those 
holding th m in c'Fu=n6_s oth6r tha n Sussex during 
the three ý_enerations under revieW - i. eO hea T'a_=ies livinE -in 1730, their predecessors and 
successors who died no later than 16ýý-5 --acc Fýin 
-to 
I. P. T-7-S ). 
(Wher-e possible., I. P. M's have been checked with 
Feodary Surveys. ) 
Note: Cadet branches are not treated separately. If the 
head of any branch of any family under review held manors outside 
Sussex although he was primarily resident there, then that family 
is taken as having held them. 
Families holding manors Families holdina manors in other 
in Sussex only aFc-66-rding counties as well as theiF-Sussex, 
10 1.3-P. R's pr-o-p-eFf-y ac-co-X, 7i-ng to 
Apsley 
Ashburnham 
Bartellot 
Bellingham 
Bishopp 
Bowyer of Cuckfield 
Bowyer of North Mundham 
Caryll 
Churcher 
Colbrand 
Cowper 
Dawtrey 
Drew 
Ford 
Fatescue 
garton 
Goring 
Jefferay 
Leech 
Levett 
Lewkenor 
Hay 
Morley 
Onley 
Palmer 
Parker 
Roberts 
Selwyn 
Sheppard 
Shurley 
Stannye 
Thatcher 
(32) 
(Counties outside Sussex where 
manors were held are listed and 
those other than the neighbouring 
ones of Kent, Surrey & Habts. are 
underlined). 
Browne., Visc. Montague. 
(Hants., Kent.. Sy.., 2ambs. ) 
Covert (Sy Kent) 
Culpepper jS*'y. ) 
Darrell (hent) 
Ernley (Hants) 
Eversfield (Sy. ) 
Gage (Sy.. Kent.. Norf olk.. Vlilts. 
Gounter (Hants 
Hussey (Sy. ) 
Lumley (Sy., Durham) 
Marvin (Hants. ) 
'Pelham (Kent, Sy., Dorset. Lincs, 
Northumbd.., Yorks) 
Fercy., Earl oF -Northd. (Yorks... 
Northumbd... Cumbd.., Durhan,,, Dorset 
Bom.., Carm`arTH ' U-RF6, on on) 
SaclUville 
eenPem ro e 
, plater 
r1 of 15 et. 
(Sy.., Kent, Lvlýa.,, Ex., Gloucs., London) 
Scott (Kent., Ex. ) 
Shelley (Viýilts.., VIarwicks., Ex., Horts) 
Shirley (5ucks., 9`om. ) 
Sta 
, pley 
(Som. ) 
Stoughtion-My. ) 
Viest, Lord De la Warr. (Hants., Dorset, 
ic Vlilts.., Gloucs*pSOm.., Devon. Waiýw 's. 
Ea-ncs... Lincs. p on on-. ) Wil-goose -(Xqntj, Glam. T 
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(For 17 families there are no sources. 
See Appendix 21. ) 
Note: - 
The Ford family of the first eneration resided in Devon and is 
ther-efo-re not accounted for. 
ýSee 
Section III). In the second 
generation they held manors only in Sussex (see Appendix 20. ) 
The Fortescue family came originally from Essex where the head 
of tFe- ramily- of the first generation resided. He held manors 
there and in Cambs., Beds., and Herts. (See Section III and his 
C. 142/177/55). His son, Francis Fortescueo who resided 
in Sussex and held property there does not appear to have held 
any manors outside the county. In the third generation, the 
family appears to have moved back to Essex. it is not therefore 
counted among those residing in Sussex and ownin6 manors else- 
where. 
The Car 11 family may have owned manors in Norfolk and Suffolk 
(see'F'eo=La'-ry Survey of Thomas Caryll., gent. (V,,, Zards 9/138 ff. 444b- 
445b; and Wards 9/139 ff. 59b-60), who d, vp-.., father of Sir John 
Caryll of Warnham, who was head of the family in 1580 and who 
isuuceeded his grandfather John Caryll. However., as Thomas Caryll 
does not belong to any of the 3-generations studied, having d. v. p. 
and not been head of the fan, ily this f act is ignored. 
The Gage family of Firle held a manor calledCrabhouse in Norfolk 
f or a 9'hort time. It was granted to Sir John Gage by Letters 
Patent. On 21 Feb.., 1&2P. &, M,,., but sold on 26 July,, 12 Eliz. 
There is no mention of this in Sir Edward Gagels I. P. M. (see B. H., 
CpLl'. of Gage Muniments, G. C., nos. 18-21. ) 
Families classified as having held manors only in Sussex may have 
held non-manorial lands in other counties, e. g. see Feodary Survey 
of Robert Sheppard of Feasmarsh (Wards 9/140 ff. 520 5250 dt. 9 
Nov. 17 Eliz. ) who held tenements in Kent. 
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Appendix 25. Increases and losses in numbers of manors held 
s of families durlng generations studied ror 
h there is sufficient evidence (i. e. for at 
ast two generations), according to J. P. Mls. 
Note: - Relevant cadet branches of families are here listed 
sepatately. 
Where I. P. MIS appear to have been taken separately for 
different counties and are missing for certain counties in 
particular generations, e. g. see Appendix 20 for the J. p. Mrs 
of the Percy family, Earls of Northumberland and, _the 
West pamily., 
Lords De la Warr, the families in question are omitted. 
increases in nos. 
of manors held. 
Bishopp (4-10) 
Colbrand (0-1) 
Covort (7-. 11 & 2/3rds 
& . 1) 
Culpepper of 
Wakehurst (2-6) 
Eversfield (1-4-. 1-4-U3) 
Gounter (1-3-3) 
Palmer of 
Parham (6-9-9) 
Pelham of 
laughton (5-5.2-12) 
Sackville of Withiam 
(35-65&ýaý4 65&-Q1&-4j&-41) 
Scott (4-, 1--6-1) 
Selwyn (1-2-2. ) 
Stoughton (1-2) 
(12) 
Families whose manors 
remained constanE-Tn-no. 
Ashburnbam of 
Broomham (1-1) 
Bo%vyer of N. Mundham 
Cowper (0-0) 
Dawtrey (0-0) 
Garton (3-3) 
Hussey (1-1) 
May of Pashley in 
Ticeburst (2-2) 
May of Burwash (2-2) 
Parker (7-7) 
Shurley of Isfield 
Stannye (0-0) 
Decrease in nos. 
of manors field. 
Apsley of Pul- 
borough (2-2-2/3rds) 
Browne, Vise. 
Montague (52-47) 
Caryll of 
Harting (12-10) 
Ernley (2-0) 
Gage of Firle (15-11) 
Gage of Bentley (7-4) 
levett (20-6) 
Onley (1-1) 
Shirley of West 
Grinstead (2-1) 
Thatcher (4-2) 
(10) 
Increase in nos. of 
manors held rollowed 
by a decrease. 
Boviyer of Ouckfield 
. 1;. .1& -L) (0. .1-. Goring of Burton 
(5-9 -+j: 8-21-) 
Morley (5-6-3) 
Uilgoose (1-5-2) 
(4) 
Notes- Thus there are 37 
fam-m-ilies or fami17 branches for 
'which there is sufficient material 
f or comparison. 
(2-2) (There is only one I. P. M. for the 
T-ewkenors of West Dean but they 
should perhaps be noted as a 
"rising" family here, since 
Sir Richard Tewkenor who founded 
them and, according to his I. P. M. j 
left QL manors was himself only 
a younger son. 
1 
3-3) 
(11) 
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Appendix 26. Subsidy assessments on lands from the Rolls for 
b8 Henrv VIII. 2 Eliz.. 14 Eliz.. and 1-2 Ch es 1. 
(P. R. O. references E. 179/190/225; Eol7g/190/264-269; E. 179/190/283; 
and E. 179/193/377a). The Roll for Arundel Rape for 2 El: iz., (E*179/ 
190/269) Is a certificate of assessment onlys with no names. 
Note a: - The assessments noted are those of heads of familieslalso 
of tHeir wives or sons if separately assessed* (these are placed 
between brackets), or of widows of sometime heads of familieso Where 
identity is at all uncertain, eogo entry for John Agmondesham of 
Slindon for 38 Henry VIII (P. R. O. E. 179/190/225)p the assessment 
is not included in this chart but noted with a query in the rele- 
vant family history in Section III., 
Note b: - The average rate of assessment for this group of families 7or each of the four subsidy years has been worked outs taking 
account of the assessments which are bracketted. The results are 
as follows (to the nearest pound): - 
38 H. Viii Z61 
2 Eliz - L46 
14 Eliz. L33 
1 Charles I F, 14 
Whether the assessments for each family or family branch for each 
year were above or below the average assessment is indicated by 
a plus or minus sign in the right-hand margin. 
Agmondesham (no assessments) 
Apoley 
M of Thackham 
38 H. Viii John Apsley lands Z60. 0. 0 
2 Eliz* Z66. 13. 4 + 
14 Eliz. It L40. 0. 0 + 
1 Charles I (no-assessment) 
(ii) of Pulborough 
38 HNIII lUcholas Apsley. gent. "' . Z26* 09 0 In* 2 Eliz. (no assessment) 
14 Elize John Apsley Esq. 925. 0. 0 
I Charles I (no assessment) 
Ashburnham 
M of Ashburnham 
38 HNIII (no assessment) 
2 Elizo John Ashburnham 00. 0. 0 + 
14 Eliz. John Ashburnham Esq. z3o. 0. 0 
(Mistress Ashburnhams 
f 
+ 
widow) (F1104 0. O 
1 Charles I (no assessment) 
(ii) of Broomham 
38 H*VIII Tho. Ashburnhampgent Z8. 0* 0 
2 Eliz. Lawrence Ashburnhamogent " Z40- 0. 0 
14 Eliz. (Mistress Eve Ashburnhamp 
It 3 4) widow) (Z26. 1 . 
1 Charles I (no assessment) 
(contdo) 
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Barentyne 
38 H. VIII (no assessment) 
2 Eliz. Drew Barentyne lands F, 25. 0. 0 
14 Eliz. Drew Barentyne Z26. 13. 4 
1 Charles I (no assessment) 
Barkeley (no assessments for dates select ed) 
Bartellot 
38 H. Viii William Bartellot., gent- Z40. 0. 0 
2 Eliz. (no assessment) 
14 Eliz. 'William Bartellot Esq 0 It R, 20. 0. 0 1 Charles I Walter Bartellot Esq. H 
.z7. 
0. 0 
Bellingham of Hangleton & Newtimber 
38 H. VIII. Edward Bellingham It F, 25. 0. 0 
2 Eliz. Edward Bellingham. Esq. tI Z60. 0. 0+ 
14 Eliz. Edward Bellingham. Esq. It z25. 0. 0 
1 Charles I Sir Edward Bellingham if Z20. 0. 0+ 
Bishopp 
38 H. Viii. Thomas Bishopp. gent Z26. 13. 4. 
2 Eliz. (Eliz, Bishopp., widow) (Z20. 0. 0) 
14 Eliz. (no assessment) 
1 Charles I Sir Thomas Bishopp,, bart. Z30. 0. 0+ 
Blount 
38 H. VIII (no assessment) 
2 Eliz. it 
14 Eliz. it 
1 Charles I T Blount Esq. P, 15. 0. 0+ 
Bowyer of Cuckfield 
38 H. VIII (no assessment) 
2 Eliz. (H it 
14 Eliz. (assessment on goods) 
1 Charles I (no assessment) 
Bowyer of North Mundham 
38 H. VIII (no assessment) 
2 Eliz. ( 11 11 
14 Eliz. (assessment on goods) 
1 Charles I Thomas Bowyer Esq. lands L20. 0. 0+ 
Caryll 
(i) of Warnham 
38 H. VIII (no assessment) + 2 Eliz. John Caryll Esq. Z100. 0 
14 Eliz. (no assessment) 
1 Charles I ( 11 1? 
(contd. ) 
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Caryll 
(ii) of Harting 
38 H. VIII (no assessment) 
2 Eliz ( it tt 
14 Eliz: Edward Caryll Esq. lands L30. 0. 0 
1 Charles I (no assessment) 
Casie (no assessments) 
Churcher 
38 H. VIII (no assessment) 
2 Eliz. it It 
14 Eliz. it it 
11 1 Charles I George Churcher., gent. F, 5., 0. 0 
Colbrand 
38 H. VIII William Colbrand P, 2. 0. 0 
2 Eliz (no assessment) 
14 %liz: James Colbrandprent. Z20. 0. - 0 
1 Charles I John Colbrand., Bart. Z12. 01 0 
Covert 
58 H. VIII , sen. ? Covert 
Z10O. - 0. 0 + 
2 Eliz. . Richard Covert., Esq. Z100. 0- 0 4- 
14 Eliz. Richard Covert Esq. 9,66. 13. 4 + 
1 Charles I Sir VIalter Covert Z 50. -10. 
0 + 
Cowper 
38 H. VIII 
2 Eliz. 
14 Eliz. 
1 Charles I 
(assessment in goods) 
(no assessment) tl John Coviper of Dycham Z 12.0.0 
(sic) 
(no assessment) 
Culpepper 
(i) of Vlakehurst 
38 H. VIII (no assessment) 
2 Eliz. John Culpepper Esq. 
14 Eliz. (no assessment) 
1 Charles I Sir Edward Culpepper 
(ii) of Wigsell 
38 H. VIII (no assessment) 
2 Eliz. ( it , 
11 
14 Eliz. John Culpepper Esq. 
1 Charles I (no assessment) 
Darrell 
38 H. VIII Thomas Darrell'Esq. 
2 Eliz. Thomas Darrell,, gent. 
14 Eliz. (no assessment) 
1 Charles I William Darrell Esq.., 
recusant 
F1100. 0. 0 + 
z30. 0. 0 4- 
11 Z 30. 0. 0 
Z 80. 0. 0 
Z 50. 0. 0 
11 Z 5. 0. ID wo 
(contd. ) 
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Dawtrey 
38 H. VIII Sir John Dawtrey lands 
2 Eliz. (no assessment) 
14 Eliz. William Dawtrey, Esq. 
1 Charles I Henry Dawtrey Esq. 
Drew 
38 H. VIII 
2 Eliz. 
14 Eliz - 1 Charles I 
Ernley 
38 H. VIII 
2 Eliz. 
14 Eliz, 
1 Charles 
Eversfield 
38 H. VIII 
2 Eliz. 
14 Eliz. 
1 Charles I 
Penner 
38 H. Viii 
2 Eliz 
14 Eliz . 1 Charles I 
Ford 
38 H. Viii 
2 Eliz. 
14 Eliz, 
1 Charles I 
Fortescue 
£120.0.0 + 
Z 50.0.0 
Z 5.0.0 
(no assessment) 
( it it 
(assessment on goods 
(no assessment) 
(Bridget Ernleyowidovi) 
(no assessment) 
Richard Ernley Esq. 
Richard Ernley Esq. 
It (100 marks'i. e. 
£ 66. 13. 4) 
11 Z 30. 0. 0 
11 Z 5. 0. 0 
Z 6. 0. 01 ; 
(no assessment) 
it if 
(apparently no assessment) it John Fenner Esq, 
(no assessment) 
( tl it 
j, dmund Ford,, gent 
Edmund Ford Esq. 
(Erasmus Ford, gent) 
(Joan Ford, widow) 
(Erasmus Ford) 
Sir William Ford 
(Edmund Ford Esq. ) 
(no assessments) 
Gage 
(i) of Pirle 
38 H. VIII (no assessment) 
2 Eliz. Sir Edward Gage 
14 Eliz. John Gage Esq. 
1 Charles I Sir John Gage, bart, 
recusant. 
Z 20.0.0 
Z 60. 0. 0 
£ 500 0 0 
4. 0. 0 
11 (£ 10, 0 0) it (£ 5. 0: 0)ý 
20. 0 0 
2. 0: 0 
u £200. 0. 0 
it £ 66. 13. 4 + 
if 3 0. 
(contd. ) 
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Gage 
. (ii) of Bentley 38 H. VIII (no assessment) 
2 Eliz. ff 
14 Eliz. if 
1 Charles I Edward Gage Esq., recusant lands Z16. 0. 0+ 
Garton 
38 H. VIII William Garton It Z21. 0. 0- 
2 Eliz. (no assessmentc. 1 
14 Eliz. ( 11 It 
I Charles I Robert Garton Esq. Z10. 0. 0. 
Goring 
(i) of Burton 
38 H. VIII Sir William Goring Z140. 0. 0+ 
2 Eliz. (no assessment) 
14 Eliz. Henry Goring Esq. tt Z 60. 0. 0+ 
1 Charles I Sir Henry Goring P, 2 0. 0. 0+ 
(ii) of Ovingdean & Lewes 
38 H. VIII (no separate assessment since a-younger son 
of the above founded this line) 
2 Eliz. George Goring Esq, lands CAO. 0. 0. 
14 Eliz. George Goring Esq. Z30. 0. 0. 
1 Charles I (Mistress Ann Goring 
widow) 11 ( Z 4. 
I 
0. 0) . 
Gounter 
38 H. VIII (assessment on goods) 
2 Eliz. Arthur Gounter gent. It Z20. 0. 0 
14 Eliz. Arthur Gounter gent. it Z20, 0. 0 
1 Charles I no assessment) 
Hussey 
38 H. VIII John Hussey (of Cuckfield) Z20. 0, 0 
2 Eliz. John Hussey Esq. L40. 0. 0 
14 Eliz. John Hussey Esq. Z10. 0. 0 
1 Charles I Mistress Mary Hussey., widow) N P, 2. 0 0) 
athaniel Hussey gent. ) ti 0: 0 
Jef f eray 
38 H. VIII Richard Jefferay Z20. 0. 0 
2 Eliz. (no assessment) 
14 Eliz. John Jefferay. serj. at law 11 Z30. 0. 0- 
1 Charles I (no assessment) 
Leech 
38 Eliz. 
2 Eliz. 
14 Eliz. 
1 Charles I 
(no assessment) ( if 11 
(assessment on goods) (no assessment) 
(contd. )- 
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Levett 
38 H. Viii John Levett gent. lands Z40. 0. 0 
2 Eliz, (no assessment) 
14 Eliz. Lawrence Levett,, ent. Z27. 0. 0 
1 Charles I 
5 
(no assessment 
Lewkenor 
. 
(i) of Selsey 
38 H. VIII (Joan Lewkenor, widow) (Z28. 0. 0) 
2 Eliz. (no assessment) 
3.4 Eliz. Thomas Lewkenor Esq. Z15. 0. 0 
1 Charles I (no assessment) (ii) of'West Dean 
38 H. VIII (no assessment) 
2 Eliz. Richard Lewkenor., gent It Z20. 0. 0 . 14 Eliz. (no assessment) I Charles I Richard Lawkenor Esq, Z20, -0. 0 
(iii) of Trotton 
38 H. VIII Richard Lewkenor Esq. Z58. 0. 0 
2 Eliz. Richard Lewkenor Esq, 11 ; C30. 0. 0 - 14 Eliz. (Dame Eliz. Lewkenor, 
widow) (Z20. 0. 0) . 1 Charles I (no assessment) 
T-unsford 
38 H. VIII John Iunsf ord .' gent. 
It 140. 0. 0 
2 Eliz. . , gent. John lunsford 
It F, 40. 00, 0 
14 Eliz. . John Lunsf ord Esq. It R, 40. 0. 0 
1 Charles I Thomas lunsford Esq. It Z10. 0. 0 
Marvin 
38 H. VIII (no assessment) 
2 Eliz. Henry Marvin Esq. L30o -0. 0 
14 Eliz. Henry Marvin Esq. L30. 0. 0 
1 Charles I (no assessment) 
May 
(i) of Pashley in Ticehurst 
38 H. VIII (no assessment) 
2 Eliz. Thomas May , gent. Z25. 0. 0. 4W 14 Eliz. . (no assessment) 
I Charles I Anthony Myy Esq, ?I Z14, 0. Oi 
(Mistress Ann May) It (F, 2. 0. 0) 
(Henry May, gent) It (z 1. 0. 0) 
(ii) of Burwash 
38 H. Viii (no assessment) 
2 Eliz. George May, gent. It Z18. 0. 0 
14 Eliz. Mr. George May R, 2 0. 0. 0 
I Charles I (no assessment) 
Michell 
38 H. VIII John Michell Z26. 0 
(Ed=und Michell) (Z 5. 0: 01 
(contd, ) 
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(Michell contd. ) 
2 Eliz. (not clear whether assessments for 
14 Eliz. 
1 Charles I 
Morley 
38 H. ýVIII 2 Eliz. 
14 Eliz. 
1 Charles I 
Nevell. 
38 H. VIII 
2 Eliz. 
14 Eliz. 
I Charles I 
Michells of this year are relevant 
to this family) 
(Ditto) 
Henry Michell lands Z 3.0.0 
Thomas Morley Esq. F1100. 0. 0 
William Morley F, 2 0. 0. 0 
William Morley -Esq. z 30. 0 l 
(Anthony Morley, gent) ti (z 18. 0 
i 
Robert Morley Esq, It Z 12. 0. 0 
(no assessment) 
It 
(assessment on goods) 
Onley 
38 H. VIII Thomas Onley Esq. Z 4 0. 0. 0 
2 Eliz. (no assessment) 
14 Eliz. ( . 11 
it 
1 Charles I William Onley. gent z 5. 0. 0 
Palmer 
(i) of Parham 
38 H. VIII Thomas Palmer Esq. Z 42. 0. 0 
2 Eliz. (no assessment) 
14 Eliz. ( !1 11 
1 Charles I it 
(ii) of Angmering 
38 H. VIII John Palmer Esq, Z140. 0. 0 + 
2 Eliz. (no a'ssessment) 
14 Eliz. Thomas Palmer Esq. Z 66. 0. 0 + 
1 Charles I (no assessment) 
Parker- 
38 H. VIII John Parker Esq. Z 66. 0. - 0 2 Eliz. Thomas Parker Esq. Z 30. 0. 0 
14 Eliz. Thomas Parker Esq. Z 30. 0., 0 
1 Charles I Sir Thomas Parker Z15. 0. 0" 1 + (Thomas Parker. gent) (Z 2. 0. 0 
Pelham 
(i) of laughton 
. 38 H. VIII Nicholas Pelham Esq. z Boo 0. 0 
+ 
2 Eliz. (no assessment) 
14 Eliz. John Pelham Esq. Z40. 0. 0 + 
1 Charles I Sir Thomas Pelhambart. Z40. 0. 0 + 
(ii) of Buckst epe & Michaelham. 38 H. VIII (no assessment) 
(contd. ) 
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Pelham (ii) contd. 
2 Eliz. Anthony Pelham Esq. lands Z100. 
14 Eliz. Herbert Pelham Esq. Z 50. 
1 Charles I (no assessment) (iii) of Hastin s fno 
assessments for dates selected) 
Poole 
0.0 t 
0.0 4- 
38 H. VIII (no assessment) 
2 Eliz, ( It It 
14 Eliz. Henry Poole Esq. lands F, 20. 0. 0 
I Charles I (no assessment) 
Porter 
38 H. Viii Richard Porter Z 22. 0. 0 
2 Eliz. (no assessment) 
14 Eliz. (assessment on goods) 
1 Charles I Sackville Porterogent. z 31 0. 0 
Roberts 
38 H. Viii (no assessment) 
2 Eliz. Thomas Roberts Esq, Z100. 0. 0 
14 Eliz. (no assessment) 
1 Charles I Walter Roberts., gent Z 3. 10. 0 
Sackville 
M of Withiam 
38 H. VIII Richard-Sackville Esq. F, 66. 0 0 
(John Sackville Esq., (z 3 0 0 
father) 
2 Eliz. (no assessment) 
14 Eliz. It 
1 Charles I 
(ii) of Seddles combe 
38 H. VIII (no assessment) 
2 Eliz. It It 
14 Eliz' It It 
1 Charies I Sir Thomas Sackville Z 7. 00 0 
(iii) of Chiddi ngly 
38 H. VIII (no assessment) 
2 Eliz, John Sackville. gent Z10. 0. 0 
14 Eliz. John Sackville. gent. P, 30. 0. 0 
1 Charles I (no assessment) 
Scott 
38 H. VIII (no assess; Lent) I 
2 Eliz. (assessment on goods) 
tt 14 Eliz, William Scott Esq.. Z15.0.0 
1 Charles I (assessment on the goods 
of a widam) 
(contd. ) 
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Selwyn 
38 H. VIII 
2 Eliz. 
14 Eliz. 
1 Charles I 
Sharpe 
38 H. Viii 
2 Eliz. 
14 Eliz. 
1 Charles I 
(assessment on goods) 
John Selwyn lands Zý5.0.0 t 
John Selwyn ti Z40.01 0+ 
(no assessment) 
Richard Sharpe. gent. it Z32.0.0 - 
John Sharpe Z20.0.0 - 
John Sharpe Z20.0.0 - 
William Sharpe Z 26 0.0 - 
Shelley 
M of Michelgrove 
38 H. VIII Sir William Shelley 
(John Shelley Esq. ) 
2E liz William Shelley 
14 Eliz, Villiam Shelley 
1 Charles I Sir-John Shelley 
(ii) of Patcham 
38 H. VIII (assessment on Roods) 
lands & goods MOO, 0.0 + lands (z 3 0. 0.0, 
If Z66.13. 4 + 
It Z100,0. 0 + 
It P, 25.0. 0 
(John Shelley) (Z 6.0.0) 
2 Eliz', (assessment on goods) 
14 Eliz. if It ff 
1 Charles I ff It if 
Sheppard 
38 H. VIII Robert*Sheppard Z13. 0. O . (Agnes, his wife) (p, 3. 0. 
i 
0 
2 Eliz. Robert Sheppard, gent Z40. 0. 0 - 
14 Eliz. Robert Sheppard,, gent' tI Z45. 0. 0 
1 Charles I (no assessment) 
Shirley 
(i) of Wiston 
38 H. VIII Ia. -illiam Shirley, 9 gent. 
it Z50. 0. Oil 
(Anne Shirley) (Z50. 0. 0 
2 Eliz (no assessment) 
14 Eliz: Thomas Shirley Esq. Z40. 0. 0 4- 
1 Charles I (no assessment) 
(ii) of West Grinstead. 
38 H. VIII. grancis Shirley$gent. z 5. M3. 4. 
9widows, (Eliz. Shirley . his mother) P, 3 0. 0 0 
2 Eliz. Francis Shirleypgent. Z10. 0: 0 
14 Eliz. Francis Shirleyjgent. L26. 0. 0 
1 Charles I (no assessment) 
Shurley 
W of Lsfield 
38 H. VIII Edward Shurleyjgent. Z45. 0 0 
0 
0) 2 Eliz. (Joan Shurley, widow) (Z20. 
14 Eliz. 
1 Charles I 
(no, assessment) 
Sir John Shurley P, 20. 0. 0 
(contd. ) 
-W 
(Appendix 26 contd. ) 
379 
Shurley 
(ii) of 108wes, 
, 38 H. VIII (no separate assessment) 2 Eliz. (no assessment) 
14 Eliz. 
1 Charles I lands John Shurley Esq* Z 4. 0 0 
(Mistress Shurley., widow) t, (F, 2. 0: 0 
Spelman 
38 H. VIII (no assessment) 
2 Eliz. tf Francis Spelman., gent. 0.0 - 14 Eliz. tf Francis Spelman. gent. L20. 0.0 - I Charles I (no assessment) 
Stanley (no assessments) 
Stannye John Stannye Esq. Z50. 0. 0 
38 H. VIII (Anne Stannyeswidow) 11 (Z20, 0. 0) f 
2 Eliz, (no assessment for head of family) 
14 Eliz. ( it It 11 tt 11 It 
1 Charles I (no male head of the family survived), 
Stapley 
38 H. VIII John Stapley. gent. lands Z40* 0. 
2 Eliz. John Stapley., gent. tt Z20. 0. 0 
(Anthony Stapley. gent) it (Z15, 0 0 
1- 
14 Eliz. Anthony Stapley Esq. It Z15. 0: 0 
1 Charles I Anthony Stapley Esq, Z10. 0. 0 
Stoughton 
38 H. VIII 
2 Eliz. 
14 Elize 
1 Charles 
Thatcher 
38 H. VIII 
2 Eliz 
(no assessment) tf 
Thomas Stoughton Esq. tt 
(no assessment) (an assessment on goodspalso: 
James Thatcher z 4.0.0 - 
(assessment on ýoods) 
(no assessment) 
14 Eliz. 
I Charle s 
Threele 
38 H. VIII 
2 Eliz. 
14 Eliz - I Charles 
Wilgoose 
38 H. Viii 
2 Eliz. 
14 Eliz. 
1 Charles 
(assessment on goods) 
(no assessment) 
ff if 
It if 
(no assessment) 
John Tlilgoose,, gent Z15.0.0 - 
John Wilgoose, gent f, 20.0.0 . 
Sir John Wilgoose Z 5.0.0 - 
- .e 
-- -. - --. N 
Appendix 26 Supplement. 
380 
Relationshi*o between assessments shown in Appendix 26 and the 
average assessments for each of the four subsidy years, 68 H. VIII 
z,, - 14 Pliz., and 1 Charles I. 
Note (a). 7 of the 87 families or family branches under review in 
this th5'sis are excluded from the following lists as peers 
(including the Sackvilles of Withiam, ennobled in 1567). who were 
separately assessed 
(b). The number of assessments on which this classification 
is based is indicated in brackets beside each name. 
Some of the families which are listed 
the average figure for any given year were sometý 
figure very close to it. (See Appendix itself). 
No assessments Assessed at rates 
in Appx. 26. consistently- below 
averaFe. 
Agmondesham 
Barkeley 
Bowyer of Cuckfield 
Casie 
Drew 
Evorsfield 
Fortescue 
leech 
Nevell 
Pelham of Hastings 
Stanley 
Threele 
(12) 
Shelley of Patcham (1) 
Shirley of W. Grinstead 
Spelman (2) (3) 
Shurley of I-ewes (1) 
Stapley (4) 
Stoughton (1) 
as above or below 
imes assessed at a 
Assessed at rates 
consistently Fb-ove 
averaEe. 
Ashburnham of Ash- 
burnham (2) 
Blount (1) 
Bowyer of North 
Mundham (1) 
Caryll of Warham(3. ), 
Covert (4) 
Culpepper of Wake 
hurst (2) 
Gage of Firle (3) 
Gage of Bentley (1)' 
Goring of Barton(3) 
Palmer of Angmer. 
ing (2) 
Pelham of laughton 
(3) 
Pelham of Buckstepe 
(2) 
Selwyn (2) 
Shelley of Michel- 
grove (4) 
Shirley of Wiston(2 
Stannye (1) 
(16) 
Sackvilie'of Seddlescombe(l) 
Sackville of Chiddingly (2) 
Scott (1) 
Rlln"nn IAI 
Apsley of Pulborough (2) 
Ashburnham of Broomham(3) 
Barentyne (2) 
Bartellot (3) 
Caryll (1) 
Churcher (1) 
Colbrand (2) 
Cowper (1) 
Culpepper of Wigsell (1) 
Fenner (1) 
Garton (2) 
Goring of Ovingdean (3) 
Gounter (2) 
Hussey (4) 
jefferay (2) 
T-evett (2) 
Lawkenor of Selsey (2) 
T-awkenor of Trotton (3) 
Marvin (2) 
may of Burwash (2) 
Michell (2) 
Onley (2) 
Palmer of Parham 
Poole (1) 
Porter (2) 
(but most 
were on 
. Thatcher Wilgoose 
(37) 
assessments 
goods) 
Rfl 
(contd. ) 
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Assessed at rates rising 
Trom below to above average. 
Apsley of Thackham (3) 
Bellinglia; a (4) 
Bishopp. (3) 
Ford (4) 
Lewkenor of West Dean (2) 
lunsford (4) 
May of Ticehurst (2) 
Sheppard (3) 
Shurley of Isfield (3) 
(9) 
(But Bellingham., 
Ford., 
Lunsford- 
slipped below average 
again., though the 
assessments for Bellingham 
and Ford recovered a second 
time. See Appendix. ) 
Assessed at rates falling 
From above to-B'eow avera 
Darrell (3) 
Dawtrey (3) 
Ernley (3) 
Morley (4) 
Parker (4) 
Roberts (2) 
(6) 
(But Morley and Parker 
recovered slightlys separate 
assessments for individaals 
within the family being added 
together. But the assessment 
for Morley subsequently de- 
clined again. See Appendix. ) 
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Appendix 27 
Note: - 
1) The assessments shown are to the nearest : C. ( Cf. Appx. 26) 
2) Where two figures are shown and connected by a Plus sign, 
assessments for two members of the same family are denoted, as of the wife2 eldest son or mother as well 
as of the head of the family. In one case. however, 
that of Richard Ernley Esq. in 1 Charles I2'both 
assessments apply to the same person but one is 
entered on the Roll for the City of Chichester2 and the 
other on that for Manwood Hundred. 
3) Where the name of a family is shown in brackets, the 
main figure quoted is not that of the head of the 
family, for whom no assessment has been found. 
4) The red line on each chartt denotes the average 
assessment in lands for the year in question2 estimated 
on the basis of the assessments in lands forall the 
families included in this study, except the peers. 
9 
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Appendix 28. Economic trends among the gentU. 
(The evidence of Inquisitions Post Mortem, the Subsidy 
Rolls of 38 H. VIIIO 2 Eliz., 14 Eliz., and Charles I. of 
building activities and of contributions to the Armada Loan. ) 
Note: (a) In the first column, 'It means that according to the 
evidence of-the Inquisitions Post Mortem tabulated in 
Appendix 25., the number of manors held over the genera- 
tions studied was'inereasing. Similarly IDI means that 
it was decreasing; tCt means that it remained constant. 
(See Appendix 25. ) 
(b) In the second column.. 1 +1 means that such subsidy 
assessments as are available for the selected years were 
above average., 1-1 that they were below,, and where they 
fluctuated this is indicated. (See Appendix 26. ) 
(c) In the third column., families which undertook the 
building of houses in Sussex during this period are marked 
tBI, those which altered them extensively are marked 'At. 
and those who the evidence of GrimmIs etchings in the 
Burrell MSS. (B. M, Add. MSS. 5670-5677) suggests may have 
built during this period.. are marked (G).. (See Appendix 
12. ) 
(d) The evidence in column four is taken from S. A. C.., i. 32 
et seqq. and shows the scale of contributions-Ey-members 
of these families to the Armada Loan of 1588. Where there 
is any doubt as to identity, the entry it queried, The 
scale of contributions shown in S. A. C., i. 32 et seqq. rises 
thus; Z25, F, 30, Z401 Z50, Z60, Z100. 
I. P. Mts. Subsidj_Rolls. Bailding Armada 
Loan. ' 
Agmondesham 
Apsley 
(J) of Thackham 
(ii) of Pulborough 
Ashburnham 
(i) of Ashburnham 
(ii) of Broomham 
Barentyne 
Barkeley 
Bartellot 
Bellingham 
Bishopp 
Blount 
Bowyer of Cuckf ield 
Bowyer'of N, Mundham 
Browne,, Visc. k"ontague 
Car 11 
(il of Warnham 
D 
C 
I 
I 
D 
-4 (0) A 
(but rising in B 
relation to 
the average) 
A 
++B 
+ (Bought 
Parham) 
(one entry), - 
(one entry) 
(one entry) 
L25 
L25 
B 
B L30 
A 
zloo - 
-, 
w 
U 
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I. P. M's Subsidy Rolls Build Armada 
Loan. 
Caryll 
(ii) of Harting 
Casie 
Churcher 
Colbrand 
Covert 
Cowper 
Culpepper 
(J) of Wigsell 
(ii) of Wakehurst 
Darrell 
Dawtrey 
Drew 
Ernley 
Eversfield 
Penner 
FitzalanoEarl of 
Arundel 
Ford 
Fortescue 
Gage 
(i) of Pirle 
(ii) of Bentley 
Garton 
Goring 
(i) of Burton 
(ii) of Ovingdean 
Gounter 
Howardo Earl of 
Arundel 
Hussey 
Jefferay 
Leech 
Leve tt 
Lewkenor 
(i) of Selsey 
Ui) of West Dean 
(iii) of Trotton 
Iumley 
Lunsford 
Marvin 
May 
(i) of Ticehurst 
(ii) of Burwash 
Dý (one entry) 
(one entry) 
f 
c 
"1" a+ 
D 
I 
(one entry) 
D + 
D + 
c (but rising in 
relation to the 
average) + 
I (but rising in 
relation to the 
average 
c 
4m (but rising in 
relation to the 
average) 
D- 
a 
ct 
c (but rising in 
relation to the 
average) 
zloo 
B zloo 
P, 25?., Z30? 
(G) 
B zloo 
B 
B 
F13 0 
B zloo 
A 
(G) 
B 
B 
B 
B 
B 
(G) 
zloo 
zloo 
L40 
L40 
A 
(G) 
Z50 
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Armada I. P. Mts Subsidy Rolls Building 
Loan 
Michell 
Morley ID A F1100 
Nevell 
Onley D 
Palmer 
U) of Angmering + B 
(ii) of Parham I (one entry) A (but sold 
Parham) 
Parker C 4 -+ Pelham 
(i) of laughton' 1 4 B Z100 
(ii) of Buckstepe + B 
(iii) of Hastings B 
Percy. Earl of North- 
umberland A 
Poole (one entry) 
Porter B 
Roberts + (G) 
Sackville 
M of Withi&m I B 
(ii) of Seddlescombe (one entry) 
(iii) of Chiddingly 
Scott I (one entry) 
Selwyn I + (G) L50 
Sharpe 
Shelley 
(i) of Michelgrove + L40 
(ii) of Patcham (nearly all B (Ijewes) 
assessments (G) (Patcham) 
J_ ý, -, -* 10, on goods) 
Sheppard + L40 
Shirley 
U) of Wiston. + B Z100 
(ii) of W. Grinstead D 
Shurley 
U) of Isfield C + B 
(ii) of laive s F, 3 0 
Spelman 
Stanley 
Stannye C 
Stapley L40 
Stoughton I (one entry) 
Thatcher D B 
Threele 
West,. Lord De la 'Carr 
Wilgoose I D 
38- 5 
Supplement to Appendix 28. 
Families and family branches augmenting their lands.. 
(Le. those which according to Inquisitions Post Mortem were 
increasing the number of manors they held, and which were 
assessed at rates above average or rising in relation to it 
in the subsidy years studied. See Columns 1&2 of Appendix. ) 
Bishopp 
Covert 
Culpepper of Wakehurst 
Goring of Burton 
Lewkenor of West Dean 
Pelham of Laughton 
Selwyn 
(7) 
Families and f amily branches 
all 4 columns of Appendix 28 
appear to have been prosRe_ 
Elizabeth. 
Ashburnham of Broomham 
Bellingham 
RlshoDn 
which., considering the evidence of 
and relevant evidence in Section III, 
g economically during the reign of 
Bowyer of Cuckfield (See also Section III) 
Bowyer of North Mundham 
Colbrand 
Covert 
Culpepper of Wakehurst 
Eversfield 
Garton 
Goring of Barton 
Gounter 
Jefferay 
Leech (See also Section III) 
Uwkenor of West Dean 
May of Pashley in Ticehurst 
May of Burwash 
Palmer of Angmerine 
Palmer of Parham 
Pelham of laughton 
Scott 
Selwyn 
Sheppard 
Shurley of Isfield 
Stoughton 
(25) 
(To this list mi6ht be added'Sackville of WIthian though, as they 
entered the peeraýe)in 1567, their subsidy assessments are not taken into accoun . 
(COntd. ) 
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Families and family branches losing lands. (Le. those which 
according to Inquisitions Post Mortem were losing manors during 
the generations studied.. and which were assessed at rates below 
average or sinking in relation to it in the subsidy years 
reviewed. See columns 1&2 of Appendix. ) 
Apsley of Fulborough 
Caryll of Harting 
Ernley 
Levett 
Morley 
Onley 
Shirley of West Grinstead 
Thatcher 
Wilgoose 
(9) 
Families and famiýZ branches which, considering the evidence of 
all 4 eolu-mns of Appendix 28 and relevant evidence in Section III,, 
appear either not to have been prospering or to have been 
declining 
_economically 
217iring Ehe reign of Elizabeths 
Apsley of Pulborough 
Ashburnham of Ashburnham 
Caryll of Harting 
Darrell 
Dawtrey 
Ernley 
Gage of Firle 
Gage of Bentley 
Goring of Ovingdean 
T., evett 
Lunsford 
Michell 
Morley 
Onley 
Felham of Buckstepe (See 
Forter 
Roberts 
Sharpe 
Section III) 
Shelley of MichelBrove (See Section III) 
Shirley of Wiston (See Section III and Part II# ch*3) 
Shirley of West Grinstead 
Thatcher 
Wilgoose 
(23) 
4- 
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Appendix 29. Sussex gentry families concerned in the W-ealden 
iron industry in or about the year 1574. 
Owners of forges & furnaces. Mana5ers or lessees of forges 
and furnaces. 
I. A2sle; [. 1 forge at Shipley. 
(Straker: 'Wealden Iron. 418; 
S. A. C.., ii,, 217. M, X=. w6r here refers 
to J-7ohii Apsley as an eminent iron- 
master. ) 
2. Ashburnham (of Ashburnham) 
11=urnace called Panning Recheo 1). 1 furnace in Horsmonden, 
Ashburnham furnace, a forge in Kent, worked by Mr. Ash- 
Ashburnham and a forge in Pens- burnham. but owned by an- 
hurst" belonged to John Ashburnham, other. (Straker.. _2p. cit. gent. in 1574. (S, P. D. Eliz, vol. 117,280) 
no. 39. See also MS. 570., 
f. 104s and Straker.. 362-3s, 364.. 365. ) 
Note: 6 March, 1574, a bond was taken 
oT one John Gardyner for John Ash- 
burnham under penalty of Z2,000 fine 
that the latter should not found or 
sell iron ordnance without a licence 
from the Queen. (S. P. D, Eliz, vol. 95s 
no. 52) 
3. BarentZEe 1 for es 1 furnace in 
Horsted Keynes 
t 
iven as owned by 
'Mr. Barringbon? B. M. Stowe MS. 570., 
f. 104)o 
4. Bowyer (of Cuckfield) 1 forge in 2). 1 forge and 1 furnace in 
Tinsley, a double furnace at New- Ashdown were managed by 
bridge and a furnace in Moore forest Henry Bowyer for the Queen. 
(as owned by Henry Bowyer)B. M. Stowe (B. mg. Stowe MS. 570, f. 104) 
MS. f. 104; Straker, oD. ci . 465) Henry Bowyer mentioned as-a "Foun- 
der-of Ordinance" in.. Ilan,,, 1576. 
B. M. Lansd. MS. 683, f. 21 b. ) 
5. Browne, Viscount Montague. 1 forge, 
I furnace in Haslemere=and there- 
abouts's also a furnace called 
Pophalls and 1 forge in Frank (sics 
i. e. Frant) in the hands of John 
Porter. (B. M, $towe MS., 570, f. 104 
(given as belonging to "Thomas, 
Lord Montague"); -see also f, 103). 6. Cary (of Harting) By 1586 3) -Knepp furnace in Shipley 
Edward Caryll held Gosden furnace ; arish. belonging to the 
(Straker., op. ci * 417 & 436) Duke of Norfolk was worked 1 forge &1 furnace at Burningfold by Edward Caryll, 1568-1604. 
, 
in Dunsfold parish, Surrey, were (Straker, 418) 
in about 1580 in the hands of 
Edward Caryll and Simon Bowyer in 
partnership. (Straker. 422). 
Pallingham furnace in the parish of 
VUsborough Green was erected c. 1586 (contd. ) 
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or 1587 by Edward Caryll. (Strakerj, 425) 
Note: 
UTF-John Caryll of Vlarnham was granted the lease of some iron- 
works at St. Leonards by letters patent for 60 years in 1601 
(Straker., 439). There is also a reference to his owing a furnace 
at Warnham, in 1609 (Straker. 441). but it is not known whether he 
had any ironworks in 1574. (See also S. A. C.,, vi, 48; xxxiii., 121; 
1xvi"90). 
7. Covert. -1 forge, 1 furnace at 
51. augham,, owned jointly with- 
Mr. 'Challoner (B. 11, Stowe MS.,, 
570., f. 104) 
., 
Valter Covert., later It 
whose father died in 1579, owned 
a furnace at Cuckfield together 
with the right to cut wood and 
dig ore in St. loonardts Fore: st 
(S tr ake r., 43 6) . B. Darrell 1 furnace in Shringley 
in the-parish of GoudhurstKent,, 
owned by Thomas Darrell of Scot- 
ney in 1574 and worked by another. 
(Straker. 276) 
9. Eversfield. 1 furnace, 1 forge 
at Crot=cord in Hartfield parish. 
(B. M, Stowe MSj, 570, f. 104; Straker,, 
251). 1 forge at Mitchell Park 
Farm owned jointly by John Evers- 
field and another (Straker. 429). 
Note: 4 March 1574 a bond was taken 
of John Eversfield under penalty 
of L2,000 fine not to sell or 
found iron ordnance without a 
licence from the Queen. (S. P. D. 
Eliz... vol. 95., no. 37). 
IO. Gaize, I forge,, 1 furnace about 
CtMýrne and Lingfield in the 
hands of one Thorp. (B. M. Stowe 
MS.. 570., f. 104j. 
ll. Hovýard., Duke of Norfolk. 
Ymepp furnace in the pa-r'? Tsh of 
Shipley worked by'Carylls July 
1568 - April 1604, belonged to the Duke'of Norfolk's estate. 
(Straker,, 418). The, Duke (ex. 1572) 
had owned certain ironworks in the 
Forest of St. loonard! $ (Straker,, 
434), and in 1580 and 1582 certain 
ironworks in the Forest of Worth leased to John Eversfield, formed 
part of the late Dukels estate. (Straker,, 464) 
4). Also managed 2 forges and 
1 furnace in Moore forest 
for Thomas, Lord Abergavenny 
and the Earls of Derby and 
Surrey, in 1574 (B. M. Stowe 
MS0570sf. 104). 1580 and 1582 
leased certain ironworks in 
the forest of Worth from the 
Duke of Norfolk1s estate. 
(Straker. 464). 
(Appendix 29 contd. ) 
12. Mft'7 (of Ticehurst.. Echingham) ±;; ýrnace in Echingham belong- 
ing to Thomas May. (B. M*Stowe 
MS.,, 57 0., f. 104) . Note: 10 March. 1574, 
, 
bond taken 
of Thos. May under penalty of 
Z2,9 000 f ine not tof ound or 
sell iron ordnance without a 
licence from the Queen. 
(S. P. D. Eliz. . vol. 95, no. 57). 13. May (of Burwash) 1f orge 
Ircalled Badgell in Burrish 
(sic., i. e. Barwash) . parish". 
(B, M. S, towe MS. $5702f. 104) Note: 4 March,, 1574. Bond taken 
of'George May under penalty of 
Z2,000 fine not to sell or found 
iron ordnance without a licence 
from the Queen. (S. P. D. Eliz., 
vol. 95., no, 40) 
l4.,. ', U: Lchell. 1 furnace in Hoathly. 
(Desc d as belonging to one 
, Mr. Michell, probabl Thos, Michell of Cuckfieldý, (B. M. 
Stowe MS.., 570,, f, 104). 
15. Morley. 1 forge in Freshfield 
and 1-furnace in Horatead belonged 
to Anthony Morley. (His brother 
William, is not mentioned in the 
1574 lists). (B. M. Stowe MS., 570, 
f. 104). 
16. Pelham (of loaughton). t12 forges,, 
I fur ce in Dallington, Nether- 
field, lqaldon and Brightling" 
owned by Sir John Pelham but "in 
other mens' hands". (B. M, Stowe 
M-S.., 570., f. 104). 6). pelham (of Blickstepe) Herbert, 
17. Perey., Earl of Northumberland. 
I Furnace in Petworth "great 
park" owned by "the late Earle 
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5). T. aech. 2 forges in Elrant "in the 
han-Ts-of Mr. Wiberne & Mr. 1jeeche 
and belonging to Breechers". (B. M. 
Stowe MSe.. 57Osf. 104; see also 
S. A. Iiiis242; 11,209) 1 forge in Pletching Lelonging 
to Lord Buckhurst and in the hands 
of Mr. Leech. (S. P. D. Eliz., vol. 95., 
no. 21; Straker. 415) * 
PeMNm-was apparently export- 
ing iron c. 1580 but is not 
mentioned in the 1574 lists as 
owning any forge or furnace. 
(See S. A. C. Iiiis5g). 
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. of 
Northumberlandtl, (Dhe.,., Bthy: Es; rl did not 
die until 1585 and thý date of 
this document is 1574) and in 
the hands of a Mr. 'Blackwell. 
(B. M, Stowe MS. s570sf. 104). 18. Porter. 1f orge in t'Bowyham" 7). 1 forge in 
(sic., i. e. Bayham) owned by' Lord Montague 
John Porter. (B. M, Stowe MS., John Porter. 
570., f. 104). 570Pf. 104). 
19. Sackville, Lord Buck-hurst, 
I-a-ter Earl of Dorset. 
1 furnace in the paFish of 
Rotherfield. Sussex belonging 
either to Thos. Lord Buckhurst 
or to one Arthur Milton. 
(BoM. Stowe MS. p570, tf, 103). I forge in "Ashfold" in the 
hands of Mr. Relfe. (B. M. Stowe 
MS... 570. *'f. 104). 1 forge ,1 furnace in Parrock . in the hands of George Buller. 
(B. M. Stowe MS. p570., f. 
104). 
1 forge in Fletching in the 
hands of Mr. Leech. (S. P. D. Eliz. 
vol. 95, no. 21). 
1 forge at Sheffield. (S. F. D. 
Eliz. vol. 95.. no. 61). 
Frant owned bY 
in the hands 0 
(B. M. Stowe MS . 11 
- 
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A22endix 30. Sussex gentrZ who were heads of families*in 1580 
and who are known to have been practising laigIrs. 
1. Henry-Barkeley. Scholar of-New College, Oxford; Fell'owpl554- 
1568; from Hereford; B. C. L. * Dec. p1561; D. C. L. p 19 Apriltl567. Perhaps the Henry Berkeley who was admitted to the Middle 
Temple., 14 Oct. 1565 as son and heir of Maurice Berkeley of 
Bruton, Somerset., knt. (J, Fosters Alumi Oxoniensis., 1500-1714., 
1,, 113; Middle Temple Admission RegistLr J029). Perhaps had 
been scholar f Trinity College, CambrUd"ge, in 1546, but is 
more likely that this was a different man (J. & J. J. Venn: 
Alumni Cantabrigiensis., Ptl., J. 89). An advocate, 1567; Master 
in Chancery., 1575. I-Foster, loc. cit. ) 
2, Thomas Bowyer., *(of North Mundham). Admitted to the Middle 
Temple. b Yeb.., 1558, as son and heir of (Thomas) Bowyer of 
London. Bencher., 1577. Reader., Autumn,, 1577 and Lant., 1585. 
(Middle Temple Admission Register., 1.23). 
3, Robert Casie, (oý-. Cassey). Admitted to the Middle Temple, 9 
Hov., 1580; -then late of Clifford's Inn, gent. 0 son and heir 
of George Casie of Roughton, Sussex. Called, 7 Feb., 1589. 
(Middle Temple Admission Reaister, 1.47; Minutes of Parlia- 
menE ol' the Middle Temple, I., 6U4). 
4. Sir Edward Culpepper*(of'U-akehurst) ?A serjeant-at-law accord. 
Ing to S. A. C., xlvilT. 89. (I can find no reference to him in 
the AdmlMsi-ion Registers for any of the four Inns of Court. 
He is not mentioned in Foss's list of serjeants-at-law for 
Queen Elizabethts reign. (Foss: JudEes of Enaland., v2413-5). 
Neither does he appear in the Calendar of Inner Temple Records., 
The Pension Book of Graits Inn-, The Black Books of Lincoln's 
Inn, or the Minutes ol' ar a7ment of the Middle Temp_e_. j 
5.0 Sir Edward Fenner. Admitted to the Middle Temple, 16 October, 
T557, then late of Now Inn. Bencher, 1576. Reader., Autumn,, 
1576. (Middle Temple Admission Register., 1., 23). Serjeant-at- 
law, Novemberpl577. Built up a large practice. Appointed 
Judge of Queen's Bench., 26 May, 1590. (D. N. B.; Foss,, oP. Cit-j' 
vi, 152; Minutes_of_Parliament of the Mid Hleemplep i-. 17-IT-. 
6. Sir John Jefferay. Admitted to'Gray's IrLn., 1544. (Register of 
Ildmissions--to Gray's Inn, 1521.1889, -col, 17). Called to the 
Bar, 1546; 1 nt Hea-Ver, 1561, Easter, 1567p Serjeant-at-law. 
15 October, 1572, Queen's serjeant. 15 May.. 1576,, appointed 
Judge of Queents Bench. '12 Oct. $'1577p appointed Chief Baron of the Exchequer. (Foss, op. cit . vj, 513). 
7. Sir Richard Lewkenor- Admitted to the Middle Temple, 9 Oct... 
1560., and 2nd son of Edmund 1,6wkenor (of Tangmere, Sussex). 
Bencher, 1581. Reader, Autumn 1581 and lent, 1592. (Middle 
Temple Admission Register 1,, 65). Serjeant-at-law., 29 
- (contd. ) 
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1594., Knighted., 1600, 'Ree6rder of Chichester as early as May, 
1580. (A. P. C. 11580-81 8) and until 1600. J. P. Pembrokeshires 13 Aprils 19 3. and 
fiiefoJustice of Chester, 11 March, 1600 
until his death, 6 April., 1616' (W. R. W-illiams: The Histoa 
of the Great Sessions in Wales: 1542-1830, togetH_er_-W-iTh the 
lives of the Welsh Judges., 33). 
8. Sir Edmund Pelham (of. Hastings). Admitted to Gray's Ijin.. 
1563. (RegisE-erof Admissions to Gr5Z1s Inn3,1521-1889, col. 
32). Called to the Bar, 24 ljov,, '1579. Autumn Reader, 1588. 
2nd lant Reader, 1601. Serjeant-at-lawo 1601.1602, appoin- 
ted Chief Baron of the Exchequer in Ireland. (D. N. B.; F. E. 
Ball., The Judges in Ireland, J., 228;, The Pension 
- 
Book of GraYl 
Inn, 15Z =-69., 1., 19; Cal. S. F. D.,, 1601--3- 186; ý--_U-xxiv.. 107n. ) :::. =P 
9. John Porter. Perhaps was he of that name who was. admitted to 
Lincol-nT-sTnn from Clifford's Inn., 20 June., 1576.. as "of Kent",, 
and called to the Bar., 11 Oct,., 1584. (Lincolnts Inn Aamiss- 
ions, 1.84; Black Book of Lincoln1s Inn-, -is-435). 
10. John Shurley (of Lewes). Admitted to the Middle Temple, 5 
August., Ib65. ' as the 2nd son of Edward Shurley of Isfield, 
Sussex., Esq... deceased. Bencher, 1587. Reader, Lent, 1587 and 
lent.. 1596. Treasurer., 22 Yay,, 1601. (Middle Temple, 
Admission, -, Register, i0104s - at admission-of his son., John., 
ref. to the father as a serjeant-at-law., 13 Octe., 1615). 
John Rowe, the lawyer and antiquary., studied under John 
Shurley of Lewes, and after he had completed his legal educa- 
tion, became his managing clerk. (S. A. C., xviii. 133). 
11. Adrian Stoughton. Admitted to the Inner Temple, Nov. 1574p 
as the 2nd son or Thomas Stoughton of Stoke., Surrey. Became 
Recorder (and M. P. ) for'Chichester. (Students admitted to the 
Inner Temple., 1547-1660,89; Calendar of Inner_Temple Records- 
ip342. ) 
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Appendix 31. Gentry who were alive and heads of families under 
review in Ib8O who are known to have held C-R771-JI4 OFF1CES or 
remunerative Positions under the Croyin, 
_37u-ring 
the reign oý 
Elizabeth. 
(Apart from the Diet. of Nat. BioE. 
, 
and G. E. Cls Complete Peerage., 
the sources used were as f ollows :- 
The Calendar of the Patent Rollss published ' 
to 1563, and the MS 
Calendar in Me F. R. O., thereaft r: the Calendar of State Papers 
Domestic 1547-80 ' 1581-90& 1591-4, : L595-71: 1598-1601, - 
1601-3., & 
Addenda 1580-1625; Acts or the erivZ Council for the r-elgn or 
Elizabeth; the ngnet Orrice Docquets., V, h, U. ref. Index 6800, 
for offices granted from 1584'onwards; A, C, Woods List of Eschea- 
tors for England 159 et seqq, for Surrey and Sussex, at tlie- P,. K. 'U.; R, SomervIlle., The Duchy of Lancaster, ij, 1265-1602., for 
an index of names of office-holders in the Duchy; the Gentlemen 
Ponsioners' Rolls for the reign of Elizabeth, F. R. O., E. 407/1/ 
2-35; the Entry Book in the records of the Exchequer Augmentation 
Office., P. R. O. E. 315/309 recording grants of stewardships of 
royal manors., castles.. boroughs., honours etc.,, and of the baili- 
wicks of hundreds, made during the reign; the undt. Petyt MS. in 
in the Inner Temple, Petyt MS. 538, vol, 39, f. 154s a list of 
Elizabethan offices with details of salaries but giving few names 
of office-holders. ) 
Ashburnham, Adam, (of Broomham). Escheator of Surrey & Sussex,, 
lb87-8. Appointed 23 Jan. 1587. (A. C. Woodo op. cit, $159 et seqq). 
BishopZ, Thomas. Stewardship of the manor of Beeding, Sussex 
granted to him Ist july, 1594, Fee, 20s. (P. R. 0, E, 316/309, pf. 91). 
Browne, Sir Anthoa, Viscount Montague. offices of Keeper of 
liendeley Park & of Guldeford Park, of steward of the manor of 
Godalming & bailiff of the Hundred of Godalming, granted to him 
for life, together with the stewardships of variaas manors & the 
mastership of the Chase of Whitley Park. (Cal-, Pat. Rollsl553-4p 
392). 
Granted for life the office of'Steward of Hampton Court 
numerous other lordships & manorsj, & the Keppership of the Chase 
of Hampton Court, 'Valued in all'at Z32.7.1d. 12th June, 1554* (G. E C. jop. qit.. *ixq98. o & Cal. Pat. Rolls, 1553-4* 272). Gýant_eE an annuity of 20 mark to him and his heirs on the 
occasion of his elevation to the peerage., t1to maintain more decently the estate of a Viscount". 2nd Septembersl554, (Cal. Pat. 
Molls,, 1554-5 88). 
Specimailimobassy to Madrid, Jan-June, 1560. (G. E. Cooloo-cit. ) 
Missions to Planders.. March 1565 and 1566. (Ibid. ) 
Standard Bearer of England with a fee of Z10=0-ate ? (POtYt 
MS. in Inner'Temple Library., 538,, voi. xxxix., ff. 134-54). (It is not clear whether he held the office of Master of the 
Horse under Queen Elizabeth, a post to which his father had been 
(contd. 
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appointed in'1539 (D. N. B. ) - and which he had held April-Sept.., 1554 (G. E. C. sixs98). ). 
Caryll, John., (of Warnham). lst June, 15980 granted the steward- 
ship & Xe__epeýship of manor of Cheeseworth & Forest of St, Leonard"s 
lately part of the pr, operty of the Duke of Norfolk. Fee, 40s. 
(P. R. O. E, 315/3090f. ll? b). 
Fitzalan, HenrZ.. Earl of Arundel. Appointed Steward of the Eagle 
Honour and to the Lordship of P-evensey and of other lands in 
Sussex belonging to the Duchy of Lancaster, for life, 8th Aprils 
1549. (R. Somerville, op. cit. s617). Granted the office-ORF-Ugh Steward for 15th Jan. s the date of the Queen's intended Coronation, from sunrise to sunset; also 
the office of High Constable throughout the 14th Jan., the day 
before. 13th Jan., 1559. (Cal. Pat. Rolls, 1558-60p 63). 
Appointed Lord Steward of t Hau-s-eholds June 1560. (Cal. S. P. 
D, 1547-80.9 55). 
He resigned from this position in November, 1564. (G. E. C is 
251; Somervells loc, cit.; A. P. C. 1558-70 Index under "Arundei(l). 
(Though not a Crown Office it might be noted that he was High 
Steward of'Oxford University., 1555-9., and Chancellor of Oxford 
University, 6th Feb, - 12th June, 1559. (G. E. C.., 10c. eit. ) 
Goring, Georae, (of Ovingdean'& Lewes). ' Appointed Receiver- 
General or the Court of Wardso 3rd July, 1584. (MS. Cal. Pat. Rolls, 
26 Eliz., f. 5) This appointment made for life, Sept. 1590. 
(Cal. S. P. D. 1581-90., 687). Reference to a debt of Zl9,, 777.2.3-, 1d. 
o? Ueorge GorI-n-gvs6n., "late" Receiver of the Court of Wardss and 
to the means by which this debt was to be discharged by his son; 
July. 1595, (Cal. S. P. D. 1595-7.69-70). 
Hussey., John, Escheator-of Surrey & Sussex, 1578-9. Appointed 
16th Apr=, -1578. (Wood,, 02-cit-,, 159 et seqq). 
Lawkenor Thomas' Appointed bailiff of the ; guild or fraternity 10 
of (? ) In Sussex, 17th May, 1586. Fee, L13.6,8d. (P. R. O. E*315/ 
3090 f, 60b). 
Lumley, John., Baron. Granted f or lif e the of f ice of Keeper of 
the Great Park of-31onsuch, Surrey. Fee, 4d* per day. (Cal. Pat. 
Rolls., 1558-60., 20), 
00=ission to treat with the Duke of Florence about a debt 
owed by. the latter to the Queen, 1564. (G. E. C., viii. 277). The 
Duke was subsequently released from'his obligation to the Queen 
direct., Lord Lumley & the Earl of Arundel taking responsibility 
for the debt and he owing them. -Subsequently they were unable 
to collect from the Duke (Ibid. ), -hence the reference, undatedp 
to Lord lumloyls debt of ov-er F, 11,000 to the Queen. (Cal. S. P. D. 
Addenda, 1580-1625 466) In May, 1587, the Queen released aniff 
UiscHargea Lord iLley ;f his assurance to her for the payment of 
(contd. ) 
- 
.1 
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this debt of L11,400, which asurance was taken over by the Earl 
of Huntingdon on the security of his lands. (Signet Office 
Doequets, i. F. R. O. Index, 6800.. f. 101). 
(Though not a Crown office it might be noted that in February 
1559 he was appointed High Steward of Oxford University when the 
Earl of Arundel, formerly holding this office. 9 was appointed 
Chancellor of the University. Lumley held this office for the 
remaind'er of his life. (G. E. C., viiip277). ) 
MU., George, (of Bartash). ' Appoirited-Esch6ator of Surrey & 
Sussex, 26th-january, 1583. (Wood, op, cit., 159 et seqq. ) 
Perez, Henrz, Bth Earl of Northumberland-. - Commissioner. 'to 
negotiate with the Scottish Con egation, 1559. (G. E. C. xixs730). 
Aprils 1560. At this time he was Captain-General-of the Light 
Horse. (Ibid). Commissioner to treat with the French., 25th May,, 
1560. (I=. ) Granted,, during pleasure, the offices of Keeper 
Captain--of-Tynemouth & Norham Castles,, February., 1561. ' (G. E. C. 'q Ix. 730-1; Calof Pat. Rolls, 1560-3., 11; A*P*C*01558-70.9 233). 
Also granted the hief 6tewardship of t7e_77oýwn=ands in North- 
umberland. (Cal. S. P. D. 1660-3.11-12. Date given for the grant of 
all these offices is 13 DeRiaber., 1560). 
These offices held until his arrest. (G. E. C,, loc. cit). 
Office of Keeper & Captain of Tynemouth Castle regranted him for 
life, 3rd May, 1571, (TAS, Cal. Pat. Rolls, 1-16 Eliz.., f. 270b; A. P. C,, 
1571-50 51; AgPoC. 11577-Bs 407). In a letter* he explains why he has refused to give up, the keys of 
Tynemouth Castle to the new office-holder, - becanse of the, great 
importance of the office to him as his main source of income. 
Reminds the Queen that he had resigned Norham Castle to Lord 
Hunsdon at her bidding, worth L400 p. a., which not long, before had 
cost him a great deal. 1584 ?. (Cal. S. P. D. Addenda, 1580-16251 134- 
5). 
(His son held the office in November., 1591. (Cal. S. P. D. 1591-4,128)) 
Sackville, John... (of either Seddlescombe or Chiddingly). Appointed 
Escheator for Surrey & Sussex, 11 Novemberp 1562* (Wood. 02-citop 
159 et seqq). 
Sackville, Thomas 9 Lord Buckhurst. Appointed., with 
his father Sir 
Mchard Sackville,, Master. Roresfe-r of Ashdown Forest for lifep 
12 Feb,, 1561. (Somerville, op. cit... 621). * 
Appointed Peodary*in Sussex from Michaelmass 1560,20th Feb, t 
1561. (Somerville; op. cit '0 
619). 
Mission to France., 1568. jD. N. B. ) Ne n t., Granted the Stewardship of-ER57capital lordship of Minster 
and its appurtenances. Fee, Z15.11s. 7th May, 1570. (P. R. O. 
E. 315/309p f. 19). 
e% ,. -- -0 - -- -A- -C rIP n10.4 'M rl .1A991 4na miss3. on ýuo xwunut;., 
LUICoe tU*. Qo%j4op LV$=ý-. 00 I 
Grantod. the bailiwick of the liberty, lordship and Hundred of 
Lockfield with its appurtenances. Fee, 20s. (r. R. O. 315/309., f- 
25b). 1584* (contdj 
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Ambassador to the Low Countriesq 1587. (G. E. C.., iv., 422-3; (D. N. B*) 
Ambassador to the Low Countries, 1589. (D. N. B. ) 
Granted-the office of Chief Butler of Engl-a-nd'& Wales with the 
several'fees of 150 marks p, a. -for 
life. Dec., 1590. (Cal. S. P. D. s 1581-90p 702). Granted the stewardship & view of frankpledge of 
the Honour, Castle & borough of Arundel & all manors, lands, & 
tenements attached to them; also the bailiwicks of the Hundreds 
of Poling, Estborne, Estwrithe & Viestwrithe, Overford & Roberts- 
bridge, lately part of the property of Philipp Earl of Arundel 
now attainted. Value Z6.13s. 4d. 1590. (P. R. O. E. 315/309.. f. 72bi. 
Joint Commissioner of the Great Seal., Nov. 1591 - Mayp 1592. 
(G. E. C. iv, 423). 
Granted the stewardships of the manors of Lewyshamp Sayescourte, 
Westgreenewich, Eastgreenewich, Le Shrofold & Bankerss value 
., 10.12s. 4d. p. a.; also the High'Stewardship of the 
Manor & Town 
of Oxford & Stroud.. value 50s p. a.; & the bailiwick of the manor 
of Sayescourte, value Z3.0s. 4d. p, a.; the manor of Pleasaunce in 
East Greenwich with the fee of 4d per day, of the park of Green- 
wich with the same feep the Kee'pership of the orchard and garden 
of the said manor, 3d per day etc. May, 1594,. (Signet Office 
Docquetsp i. F. R. O.. Indexp 6800, f. 454). 
Commissioner for the Seal'of the Duchy of Lancaster.. 1595-7. 
(Somerville, op, cit., 335). 
Granted the 0?? T-oeof Hi h Treasurer from the 14th inst. during 
pleasure, May 15,1599. 
ýCal. 
S. P. D. 1598-16010 194). 
Lord High Steward for the trial of the _EaFT_6f 1.3, ssexp 19 Feb. 2 
1601, (G. E. C., iv., 423). 
Joint Commissioner for*the office of Earl Marshal, with 2 others. 
Dec. 1601. (Cal. S. P. D... 1601-3.. 126). 
Commissioner r peace negotiations with Spain., May., 1604. King 
of Spain granted him a pension of Z1.000. (D. N. B. ) 
(Though not a Crown office., it might be noted that from 1591 to 
his death he held the office of Chancellor of Oxford University. 
(G. E. C. iv,, 42,3) ) 
SelwZn, John. Appointed Escheator for Surrey & Sussexj, 18 Nov... 
lbb9, t"700= loc. cit.. 
Shirley, Sir Thomas, (of Wiston). Appointed Treasurer at Vjar 
to the English army serving in the Low Countries, 27 Feb, p 1587. (MS. Cal, Pat. Roll. for 30 Eliz., f. 13b; see also Signet Office 
Doequets ip P. R. O. Index 6800, f, 113; Cal. S. P. D. 1581-90p 663). 
ComplALints against his discharge of-this ol-fice which is worth 
Z3,000 p. a.., 1595 (Cal. S. P. D.., 1595-7 44). 
Charged with pecuiation., 1597.. (Le c-q- Arch. Soc. Trans,., xxivj, 57) 
Arrested for debt & sent to the Flee'fv IT Mar=, 71765 4. (D. 11. 
West, William, Baron Me la Warr. Appointed Keeper of the Forest 
& Chases of -Ayleshott & VoolmýFIn, the County of Southampton and 
the, reversion of the manor Qf Wordelsham Hants and its appur- 
tenances rent free for life. 13 November, 
1577. tIAS. Cal. of Pat. 
(contd. ) 
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Rolls.. 17-30 Eliz , f. 30b; Signet Office Doequets J. P. R. O. Index, 6800, f. 58; b .) 
Note: 
The Book recording grants of steviardships of royal manors etc. 
(F. R. O. E, 315/309) contains several other entries with names 
oiff grantees which are also the names of relevant Sussex gentry, 
but in each case the manors or properties in question are in 
counties at some distance from Sussex. It is therefore likely 
that such entries refer to residents of other counties, - e, g. 
one Thomas Palmer was granted the bailiwicks of manors in 
Worcestershire in 8 Eliz. and 27 Eliz. (f. llb & f. 59); in 15 
Eliz. -one John'Hussey was granted the stewardship of a manor in 
Herts, (f. 29b); in 17 Eliz., one Henry Poole was granted a 
stewardship in Worcestershire., (f, 42); in 24 Eliz... Henry 
Barkeley was granted a stewardship in Somerset (f. 52b); in 36, 
38 and 45 Eliz.,, Francis Fortescue was granted stewardships 
in Gloucestershire (f. 69; f. 99b and f. 146). 
-M 
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AGMONDESHAM 
....... -, 
0 
P-l'igins. 
The John Agmondesham who was J. P. of Sussex., 1559-1562,1 is likely. to have been the father of Francis Agmondesham Esq.., who aPpears in the 1570 Vtpitation of Sussex as "Francis Agmondesham of Petwo rth". 
A younger branch of a well-known Surrey family. 
3 their 
connection with Sussex seems to date from the late 15th century when one Ralph Agmondesham married a Sussex heiress named Agnes Cranley who was seized of a messuage and lands in . Kirdford named "Baskefold".. of another messuage and lands in Kirdfords of two messuageS in Petworth, one of them with a 
gardens and of other lands there. 4 The Inquisition of Ralph AgmOndesham says that he married Agnes Cranley and that they had a sons John, who was 23 years old when his father died. ý"' This Ralph Agmondesham appears to be the one named in the 1570 Visitation of Sussex as the father of John and grandfather of Francis Agmondesham of Petworth who was living there at that dates having a son aged 19, 
The Ralph ASmondesham mentioned in the 1570 Sussex Visitation is there described as the son of Philip Agmondeshami 
who also appears in the Surrey Visitations as of "Rowebarnestl,, in that county. 6 The Surrey line was perpetuated by Philip's 
elder son., William.. while the younger son Ralph., described in the Surrey Visitation as 11of East Horsleyff seems to have founded the Sussex branch. 7 
Information about the Sussex Agmondeshams is fragmentary, The 1570 Sussex Visitation gives Francis Agmondesham as head of the branch in 1570.8 but It Is not clear when his father died 
since no will nor I. P. M. appears to have survived. Probably it 
was between, 1562 when he was last on the Commission of the Peace for Sussex., and 1565 when Francis., his son, appeared as the 
witness to an indenture dated the 8th November for lands in Sulham. 9 
P. R. O. Assizes 35,, S. E. Circuit., 1-4. 
2. H. C., MS. G. 18; and Visitation of Sussex, 1570p (1840 flsed. 
Sir To Phillips, bart., 17. 
3. Visitation of Surreys (Harl. Soc. Pubns-v xl111053)- 
4o gee I. P. m. of Ralph Agmondeshams dt. 16 Marchp 14 H*VII; 
S. R. S., xiv. 2. and P, R, O., C*14ý/13/66. 
5.1bR1-. 
6. S-e-enote 3. 
7. Ibid. 
So U-eenote 2. 
go S. A. C., 1xix, 116. 
(Agmondesham contd, ) 
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It is not clear when the Agmondeshams actually came to 
Sussex to reside but possibly it was not long before 1570 
since the Sussex Visitation of*that 
H 
year describes John 10 
Agmondesham, father of Francis, as of Apscourt, co. Surrey. ft 
Whether armiBerous. 
In the 1570 Visitation of Sussext COlleFe of Arms MS. 
G. 18J. and the printed version edited by Sir Thomas Phillips. 
(See note 2). 
Members of family. 
Head of family in 1580. 
Assumed to be Francis Agmondesham. Esq, of Petworth, son of 
John Agmondesham of Apscourt, Surrey, J. P. Sussex, 1511-1562, 
and of Alice, daughter of William Vertue of Tinston. 
12 
Nov.., 1565,, witness in an indenture for lands in Sulham. 
Date of death unknown. No will or I. P. M. 
wif e. 
13 
Joane.. daughter of William Ward of co. Herts. 
14 
Children. 
John Aged 19 in 1570. 
Richard tf 15 tl 
Robert It 9 11 
Francis It 6 It 
Education. 
Universities. Inns of Court. 
Father 
Sons 
Marria&es of children. 
Subsidy assessments. 
10. See note'2, 
11. Phillips; loc. cit. 
12. V, supra, note 9. 
13. Phillips, loc. cit. 
14. Ibid. 
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APSLEy. 
2, rigins. I 
According to Berry and Comber, the Apsley pedigree can be traced back to 20 Edward III when Stephen Apsley resided at APSleys "a place so called in Sussex in That: ýham% Berry's source for this and for the descent of the next four generations Of heirs is a deed of 17 Edward IV produced at the f0ffice of Arms' (. sic. ). 2 The Stephen Apsley referred to was married to Mary., or Margaret, daughter and co-heiress of Stephen Le Power, 8erjeant-at-law who was owner of Thackham. There is another reference in Ber'ry to this Sir Stephen Le Power where he is 3 described as lord of the manor of Thackhams Sussex,, in 3 Edward I. It appears that it was by the marriage of Stephen Apsley to Mary Or Margaret Le Power that the Apsleys established them- 
selves in Thackham. 
Among their descendants of the fourth generation., the eldest son, John Apsley of Thackhamo distinguished himself by becoming Esquire of the Body to Edward IV. He married Beatrixg daughter of a gentleman of ymotsford., Sussexp who was one of the Maids of honour to the Queen. His grandsons Johno succeeded his father in 1527* and lived until the 14th May., 1587,, 
5 being head 
Of the family at the_beginging of Elizabethts reign. He was a J-Po Of Sussex, 1559 1585. 
The younger brother of the John Apsley of Thackham who was Esquire of the Body to Edward IV$ was William APsleY Of Pul- borough who married Ann., daughter of Edward Mille of Pulborough 
and Greatham and eventually heiress of her brothers Richard Mille. 1ýrOm them descended t4 younger branch of the Apsley familys the APsleys of Pulborough. Their eldest grandson, John Apsley Of Pulboroughs was a minor of 13 years., 10 montl'S in Julys 1547 when his father died, This John Apsleyts will was proved in 1594s, he 8 having died on the 30th Aprilo 1593. It appears to have been he who was Sheriff of Sussexs 1568-69.9 
Apparently then, the Apsleys had been resident and well 
established in the county for at least 200 years before the beginning of Elizabeth's reigns the Apsleys of Thackham having 
We Berrys County Genealogies; Sussexp (1830). 9 copy annotated 
by Mr. Comber and deposited at-W-e-st x. Co, Rece Offices (noted'henceforth as "B. & C. '% 150-1. 2. B. & C,, 150n. 
3. Be& C. 0 318. 4. B-& C. $ 150. 5.1; id. s-quoting Horsham PareRegisters. 6. 'F. M. O., Assizes 35, S. E. Circuit., 1-27., for Sussex. 
7. Be& C. s 151'. Ibid.., & P. C. C. 54 Dixy. 
P7.0. Sheriffs. ' 
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been settled there since the mid 14th century, and the 
branch at Pulborough., not far away, having flourished 
the mid 15th century. Each of these branches of the 
appears to have eptablished itself by a marriage with 
Whether armigerous-. 
younger 
since 
Apsleys 
an heiress. 
There is some doubt as to whether the family was 
recognised at the 1570 Visitation. The name does not appear 
in either MS G, 18 or MS D. 1ý, at the College of Arms.. nor in 
Phillipst printed version. -L But it ii, found in Richard 
Tarpeyn, the Windsor Herald's version. 
12 
The family definitely appears in the 1634 Visitation. 
(i) Apsley of Thackham. 
Members of family. 
Head of family in 1580.. 
John Apsley Esq. of Thackham., eld. son of William Apsley of 
the same who died-24 December.. 1527,,. LQand of Jane, d. of 
William Ashburnham 
.. I who married, as 
her second husband, 
Richard Covert. 
J*P., Sussex, 1559-85,1562 and 1564.14 
1564., bishop's letter., a "favourer of religion and godly 
orders; learned in the law". Perhaps the commissic) f: tor 
disarming the recusants, c. 1585.1gs Thos. Apsley: 
yBe 
c. 1585, Commissionrfor masters. 
Will dt. 1 May, 1587, pr. 27 October, 1587, at Chichester. 17 
Buried at Thackham.. 14 May, 1587. is 
10. Visitation of Sussex, ', 157 02 ed. Sir T. Phillips, bart., (1840? ) 11. B. M. sAdd-. mS. 0 17s06bs f. 13b. 12. H. C. 0 MS. 0 C, 27. 13. M. I. at Thackham, - see S. A. C.., xxiii.. 183. 14. P. R. O... Assizes.. 35., S. E. Circuit., 1-27, for Sussex. Also.. Cal. 
- Pat. Rolls Eliz... 1560-63,443; and Dorse Pat. Roll 6 Eliz. 
part 3 CF-. R. O.., C. 66/9-98). 
15. Bishop's letters.. 1564, (Camden Mise. ixog); B. M. Harl. MS... 474., 16. B. M. Harl. MS., 474, f. 817. f. 90b. 
17., Chichester wills, 14ý50* 3.8. S*A. Ce., 1111,0113; S. S 
,q 
xxi., 347. 
. I- 
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Wives. 
1) Jane,, d. of Jo n Michell of Cuckfield, Sussex, and widow 
of - Bullockers. 
1ý 
2) Mary, d. of Edward jawkenor of Kingston-Bowsey, Sussex, 
and widow of John Michell of Stamerham. She was buried at 
Horsham, 30 Jan, , 1604.20 
Children. 
By his first wife: - 
William Received a grant by his fatherts settlement. 1571. 
Settlgd his lands 1 April. 1581 and 20 Noýgmber, 
1582. l' Will dt. 3 Oct. $1581$ pr. 1583. Died 23 12 Feb., 1583 v. p d gas buried at Thackham. 
J. P. M.., 24 May., i5aEn. 
John Mentiopsd in deeds of settlement of 1571 and 
1582. Sole executor to his brother William. 
Henry 
26 
27 
Edward Mentioned in his fatherts will as the "crafty 
abuser" of his brother William and as one who 
needed watching. 
28 
Thomas 
Mary 
Dorothy 
Elizabeth 
Katherine 
Alice Mentioned in motherls will. 
19. See her wills dt. 27 Oct., 1538, Chichester wills, 2/147. 
20. S. R. S. sxxis 363. 21. B&C. 150. 
22. Chichester wills, 13/56b. 
23. S. A. C. sxxiii, 183. 24,. F. R. O.., C, 142/200/45. 
25. B&C,, loo. cit. 
26'. Ibid. 
27'. Ibid 
29. 
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By his second wife-- a, 
Henry Bap. at Horsham 13 Sept. 01558.29 MentigBed in brotherts deed of settlement, 1582P and 31 in fatherts will, J. P., Sussex, 1591 onwards. 32 010 1594 and 159g. onwards M. P. Steyning., 1588; 
Hastings., 1593. 
Anthony Mentioned in father's will. 34 
Eventually of Ticehurst. Living in 1634. 
Dorothy Mentioned in father's will. 
Ann 35 Bap. Horsham, 2 March., 15 Bur. at East 
Hoathly, 10 Sept.., 1612. 
Education. 
Universities. Inns of Court. 
Father 
Sons William., 
- 
perhaps he 
who wag Gray's Inn, 
07 1551. 
John, perhaps he who 
was adm. Grayls Inn, 
1562., 38 
Henry, matric. Pens. Hena, adm. Gray's Inn, 
f C 1 -T - rom Jesus Coll. amb., 579 r om Staple 4B. Adm. 
-Inn6r Temple , 1580. ý' 
; 
. 1 0 
Anthopy_smatric. pens. Anthony., adm. Inner 
from Jesus Coll. Camb.., Temple., Nov. 1.565.42 
1579; B. A. t., 1572-3. (42,; Barrister, 1598. 
29. S. R. S.. xxi, 92. 
30. B&C loccit. 
31. P. R, O: "A-ss3'l-zes 35, S. E. Circuitp Sussex, 33-44. 
32. Dorse Pat. Rollss P. R. O. s C. 66/1421; C. 66/1468; C. 66/1482; C. 66/1493; C. 66/1523; C. 66/1549; C, 66/1594. 
33. Official returns. 
34. B&U. " 1: 66-. 01t. 35., S. R. S. , x-R-1- 36. T3 & C., loc. cit: 
37. Register of Tdinissions to Gral's Inn, 1521-1889,.. ed. J. Foster, 21 38 0 D, I t. sM 39: n ., Pt. l,, i.. 36. 40. Urayls Inn Admissions, 53; Inner Temple Admissions, 97. 
41. Al-. Cqn p Is 1.3 6. 
42. Me-r"Temple Admissions. 113; aal. Inner Temple Records. J, 422. 
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Marriages of children. 
Sons 
William 
John 
Henry 
Edward 
Thomas 
Henry 
Anthony 
Daughters 
Mary 
Dorothy 
Elizabeth 
Katherine 
Alice 
Dorothy 
Ann 
43 
md. Elizabeth, d. and heiress of John Lloyd Esq. 
md. Robert Bartellot of Stopham 
44 
md. Thomas Threele. 45 
Unmarried in 1557.46 
dj7 md. Thomas Hever., gent. of Cuckfiel 
md., as his second wifex Sir John lunsford 
of East. Hoathly. 48 
Subsidy assessments. 
(As of the tithing of Sullington, or sometimes of IThakehaml in 
the Hundred of Estwryth, Bramber Rape. ) 
38 Henry VIII John Apsley,, arm., in lands 
(Commissioner of Subsidy) 
2 Elizabeth. John Apsley Esq. in lands 
(Co=issioner of Subsidy) 
14 Elizabeth John Apsley Esq. in lands 
(Commissioner of Subsidy) 
18 Elizabeth John Apsley Esq. in lands 
(Commissioner of Subsidy) 
43. B & C., 9150; S. A. Cepxxii: Lp 183. 44. B & C., loc. c and 179. 
45. - B & C. 
., 
oc. c and 132. 
46. B & C. p loc. crf. " 47. B & C,,., loo. cit... and 330-31; S. R. S. sxx1j, 17. 48. B & C... loc. olt., S. R. S., xxi,, 24. 
49. P. RcoO... " E. 179/19b/225. 
50. E. 179/19 268. 
51. E. 179/196,28,3. 
52. E. 179/190/297. 
L6019 
50 
100 marks. 
z- 51 
z 52 
-w 
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Sons: - (Note: the identification of the gentlemen named below 
as the sons of John Apsley Esq. of Thackham is 
uncertain. ) 
William Apsley. (As of Ponyngs,, Hundred oflUhalesbone, Lewes 
Rape. ) 
53 2 Eliz. William Apsley,, gent. in lands FX 
5 Eliz. It it 11 L454 
14 Eliz. It it Z1055 
It it p 18 Eliz. Mr. William Apsley, '1056 
Henry Apsley (As of Hundred of Baldslowes Hastings Rape. 
Perhaps the elder son of John Apsley Esq. 's 
2na marriage. ) 
37 Eliz. Mr. Henry Apsley in lands L657 
Anthony Apsley. (As of Shewswell Hundred, Hastings Rape. ) 
F 1-2 Charles I Anthony Apsley Esq. in lands 558 
(ii) Apsley of Pulborough. 
Members of famil7. 
Head of family in 1580. 
John Apsley Esq. of Pulboroughs eld, son and heir of-Nicholas 
Apsley of Pulborough " gent. j. who 
died 3 July. - 1547,. 
z)v and of 
Mary, daughter of Sir John Dgwtrey of More House, Petworth, 
who remarried Thomas Onley. 6 
53. P. R. O. , E. 179/190/267. 54o . E*179/196/274. 
55. P. R. O. 2 E. 179/190/283. 56. E. 179/190/299. 
57. E. 179/196 . /332. 
58. 
59. 
- 
E. 179/191/377a, 
I. P. M. 2 14 Nov.., 1547., P. R. O.,, C. 142/85/32. ylill pr. 
at Chichester 7/35. 
60. B, & C.., 151., i97. 
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Aged 13 years, 10 months in 1547.61 
1568-69, Sheriff of Sussex.. 
62 
Feb.., 1578. Summoned before the Privy. Oouncil. 63 
March., 1578. Committed to the Fleet. u'* 65 
March., 1578. Suspected of having harbouEgd a I'massing. priest". 
March., 1579. Discharged from the Fleet. 
30 April, 1593, died. J. P. M., 22 Oct., 1593.67 Will pr. 1594.68 
Rif 
69 
Elizabeth., d. of Edward Shelley of Warminghurst. 
Children. 
George Aged 30 and more in 1593. Died at Southwarks 
12 Feb., 1606.70, Will dt. 11 Feb., 16061 pr. 6 Nov 
1618 and 11 July., 1622.71 J. p. m,,., 15 April., 1606. 
" 
Charles 
Michael 
Richard 
Nicholas 
?a son 
Allen Later Sir Allen Apsley, youngest son. Lieutenant 
of the Tower of London 13 Heir to nephew, VUlliam 1621. Died.. May.. 16.30. Will pr. 14 May. 1631.74 
Alice Will Pr. 28 Nov., 1618.75. 
Susan 
Education. 
Universities. Inns of Court. 
Father 
Sons (Sir) Allen, adm. Inner 
Temple., Nov. 1613# 76 
61. See fatherls I. P. M. 
62. P. R. O. Sherbffs. John Apsley of Thackham was a J. P. that 
year so i: E was not he who was sheriff. 
63. A. P. C., 1578-80., 58. 
64. TUICL. ,70. 65. =. . 77.74. P. C. C.. 55 St. John. 66. Ibid, 0 88.75. P. C , 
C., 110 Meade. 
67. =.. O. sC. 142/2B6/47.76. Inner Temple Admissions 68. P. C. C. 
3454 
Dixy. 206. 
69. B'& C. 0151. 70. Ibid. , 71. 
,, 
109 Meade. 
72. P. R. 0.0.1V/291/65. 
73. B&C... 10 
--cit- 
A. '! '''. - --.. --.. 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Marriages of children. 
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George md. twice: - (a) Mary, d. and coheiress of William 
Goulding of Essex. She was buried at Palborough, 
7 Feb., 1594. They had a son, William, who died 
without heirs in 1621.77 (b) Ancilla, d. of 
-- Highgate of Essex. She was buried at St, 
Andrews,, Holborn., 22 Dec., 1624. They had issue 8 including John Apsley of Palborough, the eldest? 
Charles md. -? They had issueo -3 daughters. 
79 
Mi chae 1 
Richard In father's will mentioned as contracted to 
marry Elizabeth James of Climpingq Sugsex; 
licenced at Chichester, 12 May, 1593. 
Nicholas 
-a son 
Allen md. three times; - (a) -, d, of Hunikes of - in Stafford, wid. of Henry Cooper. (b) Ann, d. 
and heiress of Sir Peter Carew and widow of Henry 
Cooper. (c) Lucy, youngest d. of Sir John St. 
John of Lydiard Tregoz, Wilts. Md. at St. Anne, 
Blackfriars, London, 23 October, 1615$ she was 
aged 17. She remarried Sir Leventhorpe Francke 
of King's Hatfield, Essex. She died 11 October., 
1659. There w9re children of her marriage to Sir 
Allen Apsley. 01 
Alice md. twice-. - (a) Rev. John Drury of Pulborough 
D. C. L. He died 9 June, 1614, will pr, 1614 81 Issue, (b) Francis Nevell of Chichester. 
Susan Perhaps md, George Hunt of Houghton, Sussex. 
M. Lic. at Chichester, 28 May, 1603.84 ý 
Subsidy assessments. 
(As of Pulborough in the Hundred of Easewryth.,. Rape of Arundel). 
38 Henry VIII. 
14 Elizabeth 
? Elizabeth 
(before 1593 
when he died). 
Nicholas Apsley, gent. in lands L2685 
John Apsley Esq. 
tt It 
77. B&C.., 151 82. 
78. Ibid. 83. 
79. Ibid. 84. 
80. Ibid. 85. 
81. -, =. 869 
879 
It L2586 
It L15 
87 
P*C*Cep 
B&C.,, 
Ibid. 
=.. 10 .0 it 
it 
65 Lawe 
loc. cit. 
E 179/190/225. 
E: 179/196/283 
E. 179/lgo/346: 
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Sons. (The identity of those named 
George Apsley (As of Hundred of Eatn, 
14 Eliz. George Apsley 
Richard Apsley (As of Strete Hundred.. 
14 Eliz. Richard. Apsley 
below is uncertain. ) 
or, Hastings Rape. ) 
in goods Z4 
88 
Lewes Rape. ) 
in goods f'4 
89 
88. P. R. O., E. 179/190/283. 
89. Ibid. 
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Origins. 
To his description of Battle in Sussex, Camden appended 
this remark: "Here is nothing else remarkable in this place 
or neighbourhood except ESUburnham, which gives name to a 
family the most antient of any in these parts. "l, His 
observation as to the antiquity of this family might have 
been echoed with increasing emphasis by the historians of 
Sussex right down to the twentieth century since a member 
of the family was still living at Ashburnham uBtil 1953 
and the male line became extinct only in 1924. 
The connection of the family of Ashburnham with the manor 
of the same name in the parish of Ashburnham., in Foxearle 
Hundred appears to go back to the twelfth century, 5 and to 
this manor other e2tates and messuages within the parish were 
gradually annexed. 
In the mid fifteenth century, a younger branch of the 
family established itself at Broomham in the parish of 
Guestling in Guestling Hundred, by virtue of the marriage of 
Richard., second son of Thomas Ashburnham of Ashburnham., to 
the daughter and heiress of Sir John Stonelýng., or Stonelink., 
of Broomham., who formerly held that estate. RichardIs great 
grandson, lawrence died seized of it in 1565 when it was held 
of Anthony, Viscount Montague as of his manor of Brede. 6 It 
then passed to Lawrence's son, Adam, who was head of the 
younger branch of the Ashburnham family in 1580. 
The Ashburnhams appear in the sixteenth century as an 
outstanding example of the survival of the more vigorous of 
the ancient armigerous families In a new and changing world. 
An indication of their importance is that members of this 
family sat as county m. pts on six different occasions between 
1340 and the beginning of Elizabethts reign. 7 
WhetherarmigerOus. 
The family appears in all the various versions of the 
1570 Visitation of Sussex. 8 It is also found in the 1634 
Visitation. 9 There is joreference to the arms of this family 
as early as June, 1300. 
dent BrMania, (1806 ed. ), J. 272. 
2. V. C. H., Sussw-- -Ixs . Lady Catherine Ashburnham, the last of the family., ýiFad in 1953. 
3. Ibid. 
4 OD. Cit 0128. 5: 
-0- olsussexo 
X., 179 & 181. 
6. S. R. S.., 111.9 44. 
7.9=.. *. *xxxjl9l. 8. H-H-. U-. pMS. OG. l8 & D. 11; Phillips, op. cit., 1; B. M. Add. MS. 17oO65j 9. H. C. $MS. sC. 27. 10. S. A, C., vi, 77, See also 84 et seqq. 
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(i) Ashburnham of Ashburnham. 
Members of family. 
Head of fami2Z in 1580.. 
John Ashburnham Esq., eld,, son of John Ashburnham Ep., who 
was buried 14 Dec., 1562 1 whose viiýj pr., 1563.1 and who 
had been J. 
1P. 
ýussex, 1559 and 1560$-L - and of Isabel, (Elizabeth ?1)d 15 of John Sackville of Backhurst, she dying 24 May., 15ý4. 
Born at Northiam$ 17 blay. 1545 and bap. there 16 May, 1545.16 
January,, 1581, mentioned in the certificate of recusancy 
for the Archdeaconry of Lewes as an absentee from Church. 
"He is not to be spoken withal but remayneth at London 
where he hath contynued since Michaelmas last of late 
greatly distracted of his witts. tf In this certificate his 
lands were valued at 200 marks yearly and his goods at 
. t2OO yearly. (other members of the family are also named in this certificate as absentees from Church. )17 
1581., he and 2 London merchants became indebted to one 
Edward Catesby of Lambethi, Surrey., for L240 to be paid 
before "the Feast of the Annunciation of Our Lady next 
ensuing", Not being able to meet this debt., his lands 
were valued or extended, including the manor of Ashburnham, 
on behalf of Catesby. One, Georgelggnell. 0 was duly installed 
at Ashburnham on Catesby's behalf.. 
October, 1582, Ashburnham's plea to Burghley ýo Intervene19 
and Ognell's plea to Burghley to resist him. 0 
1582, Star'Chamber case between George Ognell and Thomas 
Ashburnham, the debtorb brother and others who had attempted 
forcibly to dispossess Ognell. In the course of this case, 
it appeared that John Ashburnhamls lands had already 2 
ýeen 
extended in respect of a debt of L350 to the Queen. 
- 
Nov.., 1583., still seriously in debt. 22 
11. S. A. C., xxxiii, 57. 
12. P. C. U., 20 Chayre. 
13. P. R. O., Assizes 35, S. E. Circuit, sussex$ 1&2. 
14. B&C,, 185; Phillips., op. cit., I; of, S. A. C., xxxiii, 58. 15. S. A. C., xxxiii, 58. 
16. B&U.,, loc. cit.; S. A. C., xxxiii. 55. 
17. W. S. C. R. O,., F). R. O... M71737.9f. l- 
Is. P. R. O. OSt. Ch. 5 Eliz., pD. 8.36. 190 H. M. C. Hatfield MSS-sii, 528. 
20 Opcits 524. 
21: . 5. Eliz. . 0,8.36. 22, B. M. Harl. YS., 703s f. 2. and f. 12b. 
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Z. L. 
23 
20 June, 1585, his son, Walter, baptised in the Fleet Prison. 
October., 1592j, died. 14 October, buried at Ashburnhamý4 
Apparently no will. I. P. M. 1,15 Sept.., 1601ý5 
71if e 
Mary.. d. of George Vane of Baddesly, or Bordeshill$ Kent 
26 
She was mentioned in certificate of recusancy of January, 1581, 
when at Ashburnham, as absenting herself from Chu ch, 27 29 She remarried Mr. George Wentworth of Yorkshire. 
Children. 
John Bap. in parish of Endebie at Bordeshill, Kent, 1571 
ýq 
Aged 20 when his father died PJP Sussex, 1597 to Sl i 
end of reign. Q. in 1599 aýý . 160 1602-03 t3 
Sheriff of Surrey & Sussex. 1604, Imighted. 
1&30 and buried Died 29 June, at St. Andrewls, 
_ H olb orn. M. I. 
Thomas Bap. 16 July., 1573 
ý5 
William Bap. 17 M 99J. 1582., having bee n born the previous 
27 April. 
Walter Bap. 20 June, *1585 in the Fl pt prison. Buried 
at Ashburnham, 3 July,, 1585. 
Katherine Born and baptised at Endebie,, Bordeshill.. Kent., 1570 
23. S. A. C. pxxxiiip 'C', C, 55. 24.3-. -A. C.; Xxxiii. 957- 25. C. 142/264/131. 
26. S. A. C,,, xxxiii,, 55; B&C. p'185. 27. W. S. C. R. O. 
j. 
D. R. 0. s90/l/37,, f, l. 28. S. A. C-.,, xxxiii; 53- 
29. S. A. C, *Oxxxiii., 55. 30. B&C,,, loc. cit. 
31. Dorse Pat. Rolls., 39-44., Eliz. P. R. O,,, C. 66/1468; C. 66/1482; 
C. 66/1493; C. 66/1523; C. 66/1549; C. ý/1594. 
32. P. R. O. Sheriffs. 
33. B&C loc. cit.; IU,. A. Shav;: Kn-JEhts of England 11 129. 
34. B&C: ' nh his son. ., 
loc. cit., & D. N. B. sub"John Asnburnh 
35. S. A. C. T=-i il x. -5 5. 36. Ibid. 
37. IM. 
38. Im. 
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ýýd--ucation. 
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Universities. Inns of Court. 
Father 
Sons 
Marriages of children. 
John md. Eliza., d. of Sir Thomas Beaumont of Stoughton, 
co, r-aics. She remarried Sir Thomas Richardson, 
L, C4, and was created Barones s Cramond. Died in 
buried her 75th year and was at St. And rewls 
l Holborns 3 April., 165 
Thomas 
William 
Walter 40 
Katherine md. 0 26 Jan., 1607, Mr. Georg e 
(Admyst ? ), gent. 
ts, 
(As of Ashburnham of Foxearle Hundreds Hastings Rape. ) 
2 Elizabeth John Ashburnham Esq. s in lands Z60.41 (Commissioner of Subsidy) 
14 Elizabeth John Ashburnham Esq. in lands Z30.42 
Nistress Ashburnham, 
widow. in lands Z10 
IS Elizabeth John Ashburnhampgent... in lands 
43 
L20 
Mistress Ashburnham, 
widows in lands Z10 
37 Elizabeth Mistress Ashburnhamo 
widow of John Ashburnham 44 Z6 Esq... in lands 
John Ashburnham Esq, in lands L20 
39. B& Cos- 
40. S. A. 0. . 41. P. R. 0. p 42. It 
43. 
44. 
loc. cit. 
xxiii, 54. 
E. 179/190/266. 
E. 179/190 283. 
E. 179/190 298. 
332. E'*179/190/ 
41-3 
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(ii) Ashburnham of Broomham. 
Members of family. -., 
Head of f amily in 1580. 
Adam Ashburnham Esq., son, &, heir of Lawrence Ashburnham Esq., 
who died 30 October, 156W"' and of Eva or Joan, d, 
Richard Adams of Sussex, and widow of John Levett. 49f 
Escheator of Surrey & Sussex, 1587-88.47 
M. P. Winchelsea.. 1593.48 
J. P. Sussex, Jan., 1595, but not in June. 
49 
50 
5 June., 1596,, died at East Peckham,, Kent. 
Will P. C. C. 18 Lewyn., pr. gqb,, 1598. I. P. M. at East 
Greenwich, 18 Aprilp 1597.0-11- 
Wif 
Elizabgýh, d. of Roger Twisden of Roydon Hall, East Peckham.. 
Kent. 
Children. 
Lawrence Aged 14 at his father's deathp"18 December., 1639. 
Wrote to the Mayor., Jurats and Commonalty of Rye, 
asking to be- elected one of their burgesses to 
Parliament. ý3- 
John Knighted at Titchfields Hants. p 12 SePt-15 1625. Sometime servant to the Queen of Bohemia. 
Charles 
Edward 1617.9 Vicar of Tonbridge, Kent; 1632, RectPr of 
Guestling; 1642, prebendary of Chichester. " 
45. Comber; (Lewes)., 148. P. R. o.., C. 142/145/16. 
46. B&0,., 28. 
47. A. C. 11loods List of Escheators for_EnSland, 165. 
48. Official ReE-rns. 
.1 49. P. R. O., Agsizes 35., S. E. Circuit, Sussexp 37. 
50. B&C., loc. cit. 
51. P. R. O., C. 1 M77Z51/104; see also S. R. S.,, xxxiii., 50-51. 
52. B&C., loc. cit. 
53. Ibid.; H. M. C-713th Report, iv. 209. 
54. ZY. -Ox 1., 3 4. 
55. IBid. 
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Education. 
Universities. Inns of Court. 
Father 
Sons lawrences matric. St. Alban Lawrence ýdm. Grayls 
Hall, Oxrord, 10 Nov., 1598, Inn,, 16 02"'o' -5 
aged 15.56 
John., matric. St. Alban. Eall, John gdm. Grayls Inn, 
I=N6v.., 1598, aged 14.1602.05 
Charles,, matric. St. Alban 
Hall., 13 N6v., 1602, aged 
15. B. A.,, 1 July.. 1606; 
B. C. L. from All Sou Is Coll.,, 
21 Jan., 1612-15. 
fi 
Edward matric. St. Alban Hall. 9 
13 Nov,, 1602, aged 13. 
B. A, p 1 julZ, 1606; M. A., 
13* 
July., 1611. 
MarriaEes of children. 
Iawrence md. twice: - (a) Bridget, eld. d. of Sir George 
Fleetwood of the Vache, Chalfont St. Giless 
Bucks., (b) Sibbell, d. of George Goring of 
Danny,, Sussex., Esq. There were children of 
both these marriages, 62 
John 
Charles 
Edward 
Subsidy assessments. 
(As of Hundred of Guestling, Hastings Rape 
38 Henry VIII Thomas Ashburnham., gent. 
2 Elizabeth Iawrence Ashburnham, gent. 
14 Elizabeth Mistress Eve Ashburnham, 
widow 
IS Elizabeth ft it it 
37 Elizabeth, Mr. Adam Ashburnham 
in lands Z8 63 
L40 64 
65 
Z26.13.4 
Z26.10.0 66 
Z20.67 
56. Al. Ox. , 1,, 34. 57. Gra: yls Inn Admissions., 104. 
58. ALM.., loc. cit. 
59. Gray's Inn A=ssiorAloc. cit. 
60* Al. Ox, , loc. cit. 61, Ibid. 
62. -I=. 
63. F. R. ., E. 17(9/190/225.66. 
P. §. O., E. 179/190/`298. 
64. E. 179/190/266 67. E. 179/196/332. 
65. E., 179/196/283. 
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BAREHTYNE. 
oriýins. 
The Barentynes were newcomers to Sussex-in the sixteenth 
century and their connection with the county was of short 
duration. Drew Barentyne Esq.., J. P, of Sussex, 1559 to 1560, 
was the son of Sir William'Barentyne of Great Haseley.. co. Oxon. 
by his third wife, Jane, daughter and coheiress of Sir Roger 
14wkenor of Dedisham and Bodiam. 1 However, shortly after Sir 
Roger's death in 1543, Dedisham passed into the hands of the 
Blount family, and Bodiam and the manor of Trotton in Wep 
Sussex later reverted to members of the Lawkenor family. 
A question was raised as to the legality of the marriage 
between Sir William Barentyne and Jane Iewkenor, even though a 
child had by then already been born to thems since Jane had 
taken a vow of perpetual chastity after her first husband's 
death and Sir William Barentyne knew of this. An Inquisition 
was therefore held in obedience to a Royal Co=nission dated 
26 Feb.., 31 Henry VIII. Although the Court held the marriage 
to be void, this judgment was quashed in a clause of a Statute, 
34 and 35 Henry VIII., cap. 46, and the claims of the heirs 
upheld. The whole affair may have been stirred up by the Poles., 
one of whom had been Janets first husbando to fasten on to part 
of the great possessions of Sir Roger Lewkenor$ father of Jane. 
Whether armigerous. 
In the 1570 Visitation of Sussex; Coll of Arms MSS, G. 18; 
D. 11; and the printed version edited by Sir Thomas Phillips. 
(see note 10. ) 
Members of family. 
Head of f amily in 1580. 
Dr-ewTarentyne Esq,., Wnly son and heir of Sir William 
Barentyne of Great Haseley, co. Oxon and of Jane, d. and coh. 
of Sir Roger Lewkenor of Dedisham and Bodiam and 4 widow of (a) Sir Arthur Pole.. (b) Sir Charles Pickering. 
5 Born c. 1539-40. 
1. J. Comber: (Horsham).. 18; (Lewes); 151. 
2. See notes on Blount and lawkenor families. 
3. S. A. C., 1xviii., 279 
4. MOEU-er., (Horsham), i8. 
a. S. A. C., 1xviii, 279. 
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(Barentyne contd. ) 
6 
Named in father's I. P. M. of October., 1550. 
7 J. P. Sussex, 1559 and 1560. 
1564., bishop's letter.. - as "no justice", but a I'misliker 
of godly orders" 8 
1560 Def. in fine for manor of Iden; 15650 for manor of 
Tremons; 1567 for manors of Brodhurst and Horsted Keynes. 
In the 1570 Visitation as of Flomptono (sic)o Sussex. 
10 
1570ts, owned a forge and furnace in Horsted Keynes. 
" 
At the I. 9P. M. of Richard Michelborneo 3 Dec., 1585, late 
Of Horsted Keynes, gent., Drew Barentyne said to be seized 
of manors of Horsted Keynes and Brodherst,, West Hoathly 
East Grinstead and Fletching in Sussex, and "Lyngefeldetl 
and "Cowdene" in the counties of Surrey & Kent. 
1 
Date of death unlmown. 
Wif e. 
Apparently unmarried. I. P. Til. of Richard Ilichelbornep 1585, 
says that Drew Barentyne vested his manors there listed in 
himself for life with the remainder as to one half of the 
manors to Nicholas Lewkenor Esq. and as to the, gther half 
to Richard Michelborne and his heirs for ever. 
Education. 
Univer, sitips. Inns of Court. 
Adm. Lincoln1s,? n,, 
10 Feb., 1521. 
Subsidy assessments. 
(As of Horsted or of Myddelham in the Hundred of Loxfeld.. 
Pevensey Rape. ) 
L25 
15 
2 Elizabeth Drew Barentyne in lands 16 
14 Elizabeth it 11 Esq., ft it 40 marks. 
U Gomber loc. cit; father's will pr. 1549-s- F 10G. 
C -5 G 
7-rM Assizes 35, S. E. ircuit., Sussex. 1 & 2. but not 3, though 
listed on the Pat. Roll for 1562, (Cal. Pat. Rolls Eliz... 1560- 
1563., 443. ) 
8. B Ts6psI letters., 1564,, (Camden MJSC,,,, ix)- 
9. S. R. S.., xix., 238; xx.. 443; xix= 
10. H, C.,, MSS., G, 18 & D. 111*,, Phillips., 1. 
11. B. M. Stowe MS. 5701f. 104. 
12. S. A. C.., l., 69-70; S. R. S xiv,, 158.. no. 7252 and 2301no. 1045. 
13.3-A. U., loc. cit. 
. 14. Lincoln's InF'Admissions, 1,, 40. 15.1I. R. O., E. 179/190/265. 
16. E. 179 
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BAREEIEY. (or 'Berkeley'., sometimes 'Bartlett'. ) 
Origins. 
Apparently Henry Barkeley who was a J. P., Sussex, 1571-85, 
was a newcomer to the county. He is described by one authority 
as coming from Hereford. 1 but it is also possible ýhat he 
belonged to the Somersetshire family of that name. 
His connection with Sussex seems to have begun shortly 
before his marriage when he became a M. P. for East Grinstead 
in 1571. %3 On 27 August, 1572., he married,, as her third 
husband.. Anne, daughter of John Ashburnham who died in 1562., 
she having previously married first., John Bolney Esq, of 
Bolney, Sussex, and secondly, Thomas Culpepper of Wakehurst Esq.., 
It was apparently through this marriage that Henry Barkeley 
became connected with Bolney. Bolney manor I as held by the 
Bolney family at least from the 13th century2 and remained in 
their hands until the mid 16th century. In 1558 John Bolney, 
husband of Anne " died, his heir being his nephew, also John Bolney. His own widow, however.. Anne., who eventually married 5 Henry Barkeley., retained a claim on the manor during her life., 
though the nephew alsq had his rights during that time. 6 After 
Anne's death in 1600, the manor was settled$ in 1626., on the 
wife of William Culpepper, her grandson by her second marriage. 8 
Whether armiEerous. 
Henry Barkeley does not appear in any version of the 
1570 Visitation. There, is no mention of'the name in the 1634 
Visitation. 
Members of the family. 
Head of the family in 1580. 
mr. Henry Barkeley. Origins uncertain. 
(See under "Education" for his legal career. ) 
10 November, 1567, was constituted commissary of the 9 
deaneries of the Arches, London, Shoreham and Croydon. 
1571 U. P. East Grinstead. 10 
1571-85., J. P.., Sussex. " Frequently of the quorum. 
1. AI. Ox.,, i. 113. 
2. R=e Temple Admissions., 29. Troj&6 r-i #, t 3. Browne Willis, Not itieli7arliamentar iý., (1730), 111., 85. 
4. V. C. H., Sussex, vIl- 
5. S. R. S. $=ýý; V. C. H. Joa. nit- 6* V. C. H., loc. cit- 
7. MorFsielT. 1, fil. 
a. V. C. H., loc. cit. 
11. P. R. O. Assizes. 35s 9. Ath. Cantab. . ii $5 42. 10. See note S. E. Circuit, 13-27. 
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Nov. 
12 
s 1575., Master in Chancery, until shortly before his death. In 18 Elizabeth, whilst he was sitting in the House 
of Lords., a debate arose about the privileges ofe ertain 
officers. Without asking leaves Henry Barkeley rose and 
made a speech asking that the masters in chancery be 
comprised in the privilege. The Lords resented this. Next 
day.. the quee Is erjeants the attorney and solicitor took 
their places 04 bvt4 the masters in chancery which had never 
K. 
been done bef ore. 13 
Died May, 1587.14 Apparently no will Or I. P. M. 
Wif 
Anne., d. of John Ashburnham, who died 1562. She had previously 
married first, John Bolnjg Esq., and secondly, Thomas 
Culpepper of Wakehurst. 
Children. 
Apparently none. 
Education. 
Universities. 
Was perhaps scholar or Fellow ? 
of Trinity College.. Cambridge.. 
Dec., 1546.16 Scholar of New 
Coll., Oxford, and Fellow, 
1554-68. B. C. L., Dee. j, 1561; 
D. C. L.. 19 Apr., 1567 . Scholar17 
of Trinity Coll., Oxford.. 1571. 
Subsidy assessments. - 
(As of Streete Hundred, levves Rape. ) 
Inns of Court. 
Perhaps taý;. he of 
that name adm., a 
student of the Middle 
Temple.. Oct., 1565, as 
the son & h. of Sir 
Maurice Berkeley of 
Keynton, Somerseto 
knt, 18 
Admitted as an 
advocc,,, e, 23 Oct. 
1567.1ý Nov.., 1575,9 
Master in Chancery. 
(V. supra. ) 
18 Elizabeth mr. Henry Bartlett (sic)s in lands 
"doctor of the law". 
20 
12. Al. Ox. , 1,113. 13. A=. an *, 1., 14. 14o Al. Ox., oc. cit; Ath. Cant loc. cit. 
15. Horsfie di. 25; Comberp 
ýýUa =ngy)., 127. 
lds 16. Ath. Cant... ii.. 14; Al. Ox., i., 113; but Al. Cant., pt. 1.9i., 89.9 ho 
that th Cambridge scHolar, iven as""Henry Barley", is not the 
same as Henry Berkeley (sicý of New CollegesOxford. 
17. Al. Ox,, loc. cit. 
18.3-eenote-7. 
19. AthXant., loc. cit. 
20. P-. R*O.,, 
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BARTELLOT. 
rigins. 
According to one writers "The Bartellots of Stopham are 
unquestionably among the most ancient families not of Sussex 
only, but of England. They have also bee i remarkably 
stationary both in place and condition. " So ancient is 
this family that its early history merges 1-h1m=-t imperceptibly 
into tradition and the margin between fact and legend has often 
been blurred. The popular belief that the family was of Norman 
origin and had been settled at Stopham since the Conquest is 
without any real foundation., and pedigrees whieg trace the 
family back to the eleventh century are suspect. However, there 
is clear evidence that the Bartellot family acquired some 
property at Stophams in the fork of the rivers Arun and Rother, 
a few miles from Petwortho towards the close of the fourteenth 
centurys from the Stopham family. They also acquired the manor 
of Stopham itself, by purchase, during the reign of Elizabeth. 4 
They therefore rank as Sussex gentry in the male line from at 
least the close of the fourteenth century. 
The Bartellots had been prominent in public life for many 
generations before Elizabeth's accession and bad frequently sgt 
in the House of Commons, often representing Canterbury City. 
From the sixteenth century to at least the late nineteenth 
century., the manor of Stopham descended without interruption in 
the Bartellot family. 6 
In the sixteenth century there was a younger branch of 
the family settled at Ernley, near Witterings sometimes known 
as the "Bartellots of Redlands". This branch was founded by 
Edmund Bartellot, brother of Vjilliam Bartellot of Stophams head 
of the senior branch of the family at the beginning of Elizabeth's 
reign. 7 
1. S. A. C.,, Xxvii,, 37. - 2. S. A. 0 xxiv, 14 and 40; cf. S. A. C., Jv020. 
S. A. 0. , xxiv., 40- 41. 4. S. A. C.., lv., 20; xxvii. 56 et seqq. William Bartellot bought 
the chief lordship of Stopham from Lord lumley sometime 
between 1555 and 1584. Lord Lumley may have acquired it 
from the Earl of Arundel, lord of Stopham. (Ibid.. 57). The 
manor'house itself had been in the hands of ý- HeBartellots 
as mesne lords since the late 14th century and subsequently 
became their principal residence. (Ibid., 60 and S. A. C.., vi. 987)- 5. S. A. C.., xxx., 191-2. 
6. S. A. ý., xxvii, 57. 
7.3=.. .., xxvii, 37 et seqq.; D. G. C. Elwes & C. J. Robinson: A History of the Castles.. Mansions and Manors of Western 
Sussex. -75. p27U. 
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Whether armigerous. 
The Bartellots of Stopham, and the Bartellots of 
Redlands both appear in the 1570 Visitation of Sussex 
according to the original MSS in the College of Arms and 
in Sir Thomas Phillipst version. 8 The family does not 
appear in Richard Turpeyn, the Windsor Herald's vergion 
in the British Museum,, but this is very incomplete. 
The family is also found in thl College of Arms version of 
the 1634 Visitation of Sussex. 0 John Bartelloto a follower 
of the Earl of Arundqý at the time of the battle of Agincourt 
was then an armiger. j--L 
Members of the f amily. 
Head of the familyin 1580. 
'William Bartellot, eld. son of Richard Bartellot who die 12 
at Tournay in 1514, and of Elizabeth, d. of John Gates. 
1 April, 1525, he succeeded his uncle, John Bartellot of 
Stopham, Richardts elder brother, who left no children, 
13 
Between 1555 ind 1584,,, became lord of the manor of Stopham 
by purchase. 4 
1559-Jan., 1601., J. P. Sussex. 15 
1564, bisho Is letter,, "a favourer of religion and godlye 
orders". 19 
1586., certificate concerning the J-Ps... - "a man of great 17 
aage and ever a great favourer of religion". A good Justice. 
11 June,, 1601, died aged 97. 
Will pr. Chichester, 1601.19 
is 
13 June., bur. at Stopham. 
I. P. M.., 15 Sept., 1601.20 
8. H. C... MS., G. 18 and D. 11; Phillips, 2. 
9. B. M. 2Add. MSs 17., 065. 10. H. C. 211S. 90.27. 11. S. A. C., xv. 129. 
12. S. A. C.., xxiv.. 52. 
13. Ibid. 
14. V-. supra, note 4. 
15. P. R. O., Assizes 35, S-E. Circuit, Sussex-1-43. 
16. Bishops' letters., 1564: (Camden Misc. 
jix'pP9-) 17. S. A. 'C.., 11,, 59. 
18. -B-&-U* 9 17 9. 19. Chi6h6ster wills., 15/121/6. 
20. F. R. O.. q C. 142/264/151. 
(Bartellot contd. ) 
Wife. 
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Ann., d. of William A overt and sister of Giles Covert of 
Hascombe, Surrey, ý 
Children. 
Robert. 
Education. 
Father 
Son 
Marriar,, es of son. 
Died at Hascombes Surreys v. p. Buried there. 
Universities. Inns of Court. 
22 
Robert md. twice, (a) Mary, d. of John Apsley of 
Thackham. She was bur. at Stopham., 18 Jan., 1576; 
(b) Barbara, only d. of Thomas Ohley of Pulbogugh. 
There were children of both these marriages. 
Subsidv assessments. 
(As of-Stopham in Hundred of Rotherbridge, Arundel Rape. ) 
24 
38 Henry VIII William Bartellots gent. in lands L40 
25 
14 Elizabeth William Bartellot Esq. it It L20 
26 
38 Elizabeth F, 20 
27 
? Elizabeth L20 
1-2 Charles I Walter Bartellot Esq. V 28 
Henry Bartellot, gent in goods L5 
21. B&C. , loc. cit. 22. . Ibid. - 
23. =.. C,, xxiv. 52. 
24. P. R. 00, E. 179/190/225. 
25. 283. E. 179/196/ 
26. ` E. 179/190/334. 
27. E. 179/196/ 346. 
28. E. 179/193: /377a. ` 
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BELLINGHPIA 
Origins. 
U 
The Bellingham are referred to by one 1 authority as an old and somewhat distinguished family. " According to 
Berry, their pedigree goes back to one., Adam de Bellingham, 
a contemporary of William J; 2 some versions trace it back 
still further. 3 
The family seems to have-been connected from a very 
early date with a place called Eringham in the parish of Old 
Shoreham which is in Fishersgage Hundred and Bramber Rape. 
Eringham originally consisted of two manors., those of Eringham 
Walsted and of Eringham Braose., but later they coalesced. 
The origin of Eringham Walsted is unknown., and apparently it 
was "always" connected with the Bellinghams whoj, in the 
sixteenth century, acquired Eringham, Braose also by purchase 
from Thomas Shirley - in 1564. It remained with the purchaserts 
descendatts for about a century when one, Thomas BellinSham, 
sold it. 
The various branches of the Bellingham family in Sussex 
in the sixteenth centurywere alld escendants of Thomas 
Bellingham of Lyminster, near Arunde12 who died in 1490. He 
had three sons, Ralph, Edward and Richard. There was a failure 
of male heirs in the senior line, the Bellinghams of Lyminster, 
Ralph's grandsons all dying without issue. The second son, 
Edward Bellingham of Eringham, had only one grandson, John, whc 
was four years old in 1540 when his fathers John., died. This 
grandson, John., was head of the family at the beginning of 
Elizabethts reign but died at Bath on 6 Novembers 1576. It is., 
however., thed escendants of Richard., the third son of Thomas 
Bellingham of Lyminsters who come within the scope of this 
surveys since it was Richard's son., Edwards who was on the 
Commission of the Peace for Sussex at the beg nning of Eliza- 
beth's reign, and who became Sheriff in 1567. 
ý 
In the Elizabethan period, this, the youngest branch 
of the family, held property at Hangleton in Fishergate Hundred 
and at Newtimber iii Poynings Hundred, both in lawes Rape. 6 
1. S. A. C.,, Xxxiv., 169. 
2. B &- Us 19 0. 
3. S. A. C.., xxiv,, 170. 
4. RYW--es, 195. 
5. Comber (Lewes), 7 
6. S. A. C., xxxiv, 169; 
and 179. 
et seqq.; HorsfieldsiijilO; Elwes. 145. 
V. C. H., Sussex, vii, 277-78; Horsfield0iol6lo 
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Whether armigercas. 
This family does not appear in either US G. 18 or MS. D. 11 
in the College of Arms for the 1570 Visitation, or in Philliplb 
version. It does appear in the "Y"Undsor Herald's version. 
7 
It is also found in the College of Arms 11S. C. 27s for the 
1634 Visitation. 
Members of Family. 
Head of family In 1560. 
Edward Bellingham Esq. 0 of Hangleton and 
Newtimbers son of 
Richard Bellingham Esq. ý. of the same who 
had begn sheriff of 
Surrey and Sussex in 15 -92 1534-5 and 1542-3,1and. whose 
will was pr... 1552 9- also of Parnell, d. of John Cheyney 
of Gralle, Sussex, 
10 
11 
1559-660 J. P. Sussex* 
1564., bishop' q2 letter., a I'myslyker of religion and godly 
procedinobl. 1 - 
1567-68.. sheriff of Sussex. 
13 
14 
15720 M, 1F. for Lewes. 
vJill pr, 1590.15 
Wives. 
1) Barbara,, d. of Edivard Banister of co. Hants. 16 
2) Elizabeth, d. of John a"Rood. Living in 1599. 
7. B. M. Add. MS. 17,065., f. 9b. 
Go P. R. 00 Sheriffs. 
go Pootco$ *-Io Taske. 
10, Comber., (Lewes), 9-10. 
11. P. R. O., Assizes 35, S. E. Gircuit., Sussex,, 1- So 
12. Bishops' letters., 1564. (Camden Miscopix$10. 
13. P. R. O. Sheriffs. - 
14. Official returFs. 
15. P. O. U. 8. Drury. 
16. Comber.. (Lewes)., 11. 
(Bellingham contd. ) 
Children. 
By his first wife. -- 
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17 is 
Richard J. P. Sussex, 1591 & 1592. Died, 20 Dec.., 1592. 
Edward Called "the elder" in his father's will. 19 
Probably buried at Newtimber2 7 Peb., 1608. 
20 
Mary Died before 9 Jan., 1589. 
Barbara 
Elizabeth 
21 
By his second wife: - 
Henry Of Chichester. M. P. Chichester., 1627. 
Edward Of Chichester. Bur. at St. Peter's the Great, 
4 December, 1644. 
George Bur. at Newtimber., 5 May, 1568. 
George Of Chichester., gent. -Bap. at Newtimber.. 4 June, 
1570. Will pr 1 Dec., 1638. 
John Bap. at Newtimber, 28 Oct., 1576, 
Thomas it 11 it 30 lilay, 1579 and bur. there 
the same day. 
Mary - 
Elizabeth 
Dorothy 
Anne 
Education. 
Bap. at Nettimber, 14 Nov. p 1568. Bur. at 
E. Horsley, 31 July, 1632. 
Bap. at Harting, 10 March, 1572 ý2 Of Chichester. 
Died unmarried. VJill pr. 1627. 
Bap. at Nevitimber.. 21 Nov... 1574. 
11 it It 5 Jan., 1576. 
Universities. Inns of Court- 
Father 
ray' Sons Edward., matric. fell. Edward, adm- 24 
com. fr-bm Jesus Col Inn, NOV-1584. 
Cainb.,, Lent,, 1581-2. 
John., B. A. from New Coll... 
URT-oýd, Apr. 1600., M. A. Jan. s 1604. Held a Fellowship 
New College., 1598-1608. 
a 
1,177 P. R. 0 Assize-15 35., S. T. Tircuit., Sussexo 33 & 34. 
16: Comber", ' (Lewes), 12.23. 
Al. Cant.., Pt. 1., 1., 130. 19. Comber., (Lewes), 11. 
20. Ibid. 24. Gray's Inn Admissions, 65, 
21. S-e-et', omber, (Lewas), 11-12. as son Of 'John Bellingham" 
22. P. C. C., 121 Skynner. 25. Al. ox 0 1,104; Comber (lawes 1_27' 
.. W 
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26 
Marriages of children. 
Of the first marriage: - 
Richard md. Mary Whalley of Scriverton, co. Notts. 
Edward 
Mary md. Thomas Fehner of Shoreham 
Barbara md. Thomas Grey, citizen & grocer of London. 
Elizabeth md. John Gifford of Northall, Middx. 
Of' the second marriaEe t- 
Henry 
Edward md. Mary d. of - Ward. 
George 
George 
John 
Thomas 
Mary md. Agmondesham Muschamp 
Elizabeth 
Dorothy 
Anne md. Robert Bold of Petersfield. 
SubsidX assessments. 
(As of Fishersgate Hundred, Lewes Rape. ) 
38 Henry VIII Edward Bellingham in lands Z25 
27 
2 Elizabeth it 11 Esq. It 11 Z6 0 
28 
(As of Newtimber,, Hundred of Pownings, (sic), lawes Rape. ) 
5 Elizabeth Edward Bellingham Esq. in lands L50 
29 
(Cormissioner of Subsidy) 
14 Elizabeth L25 
30 
31 
18 Elizabeth UU 11 L25 
26. See note 21. 
27. P. R. O.. q E, 179/190/225. 28. ff E. 179/190/267. 
29. 
30. E. 179/190/283. 
31. E. 179/196/299. 
-w 
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(As of City of Chichester, West Street) 
32 
29 Elizabeth Edward Bellingham Esq. in lands L25 
(As of Pownings Hundred, I-owes Rape. ) 
33 
1-2 Charles I Sir Edward Bellingham in lands L20 
Sons. 
(As of Hove & Preston, Lewes Rape. ) 
34 
14 Elizabeth Richard Bellingham,, gent. in lands Z5 
(As of Fishersgate Hundred,, Lewes Rape. ) 
35 
18 Elizabeth Richard Bellingham, gent. in lands Z5 
(As 
. Chichester. 
) of Viest Street . 36 
1-2 Charles I Henry Bellingham. gent in goods Z6 
37 
1-2 Charles I Edward Bellingham., gent in goods Z5 
32. P. R. O.., E. 179/258/11 
33. ti E. 179/19 1/37 7a. 
34. See note 30. 
35. See note 31. 
36. See note 33. 
37. Ibid. 
-w 
" . &tWVV' - -" 
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BISHOPP. (Bishop; Byshopp; Bushopp etc. ) 
Origins. 
This family came from Yorkshire. According to Barry., it 
was the grandfather of the Sussex Elizabethan of that name who 
came south. * though this seems to be all 
that is known about him. 
Berry records neither his first name nor the name of his wife. 
He appears to have left three childreny Thomas Bishopp,, later of 
Henfieldj, Sussex., John, who left a son of the same name mentioned 
in his uncle Thomast will, and a daughter who married William 
Stapletoi who became executor to his brother-in-law, Thomas 
Bishopp. 
Accýrding to the published Visitations Of Sussex for 1530 
and 1634, this same Thomas Bishopp, before settling at Henfield 
"was first (of) Ayott in com. Hertford". He was Attorney to 3 
Bishop Sherborne of Chichester and was a J. P. of Sussex in 1559. 
He was buried in Henfield, 6 Jan., 1560.4 
Whether armigerous. 
The name does not appear in any version of the 1570 5 
Visitation for Sussex. It does appear in the 1634 Visitation. 
Members of the famUy. 
Head of the f amily in 1580. 
Sir Thomas Bishopp, only son 
Sussex, J. P. Sussex in 1559, 
Jan... 1560., and of Elizabeth 
of Sir Edward Belknap, Privy 
Elizabeth Barclay., and widow 
Tany in Essex. 6 
of Thomas Bishopp of Henfield, 
who Nv as bur ie d in Henf ie ld., 6 
supposedly the natural daughter 
Councillor to Henry VII., by one 
of Walter Scott of Stapleford 
A minor at his fatherts death, he became the ward of Sir 
Richard Sackville, the father of the future Lord Buckhurst-7 
He was six years old at the time of his fatherts feodary 
survey,, dated 18 April, 2 Elizabeth. 8 
1. B&C.., 213. 
2. Visitations of the County of Sussexý1530 and 1633-4_, _ 
(Harl. 
Soc. Publications., liii. 974). 3. S. A. C.., xxiii,, 164; P. R. O. Assizes 35, S. E. Circuit, Sussex$ 1. 
4. B&C., loo. cit.; Will dt. 16 Marchp1558; pr. 24 oct. 21560$ 
(P. C. C., BUMetl rshe), I. P-. M., v P. R. 0.., 
U. '142/127/50. 
5. H. C... MS. C. 27. 
6* B&C,, loc. cit.; Harl. Soo. Pubns., loc. cit. 
7. P. R. O., Wards /138, M1591-1-61b. 
8. Ibid. 
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j. p. Sussex., 1578-1601.9 Frequently of the quorum. 
1587 certificate concerning the J-PtS2 one of those 
described as "good justices., - young ment'. 10 
Sheriff of Surrey and Sussex, 1584-5 and 1601-2.11 
M. P. Gatton, 1584: M. P. Steyningp 1586.. 1604.12 
24 May, 1594, gv as said to have a recusant living with him 
at Henfield, but been a Commissioner for disarming 
the recudants c. 1585hal4 
c. 1597.. bought Parham from the Palmer family. 
15 
1603, knighted. 16 
17 
1618, Deputy Lieutenant of Sussex. 
1620., cr. a baronet. 
18. 
19 21 1626 1. P. M. 
.. 
died. vulio 
(It ha3 been stated 
22 
that this Sir Thomas Bishopp was sometime 
Secretary of State under Sir Francis Iffalsingham. I have found 
no evidence for this. The same authority states that the manor 
of Pocklington, Yorks,, was granted to him.. but the grantee was 
evidently a different man-since he offered his services against 
Scotland in March, 1562,40 when this Thomas Bishopp was eight 
years old). 
made 24 
He may have/some profit by money-lending. 
9. P. R. O.., Assizes 352 S. E. Circuit, sussex$ 20-43. 
10. SOAoC. Iii, 59o 11. Sheriff s. 
12. Micial 7T-efTr-hs. 
13. =a 7'57F. D., 1591--4,510. 
? 14. B. M. Harl. MS,, 474,9 f. 90b. 
15. S. A. C., xxiii, 164. 
16. SHa-w 11,, 104. 
17. S. A. C., lix, 118. See also S. A. C., xls 2 et seqq. 
18. G. E. U: Complete Baronetag2. - 
,, 
=p, 56. 
19. B&G... loc. c: Lt.; G. E. C... loc. cit. 
20. P. C. C.., 174751iyaer. 
21. P. R. O., C. 142/453/98. 
22. S. A. C.., xxm,, l. 
23. Cal. S. P. D., 1547-80,197. See also 199,20003600368. 
24. re-tter of Phi p 'aw y to his father concerning a loan he/ 
had raised from "Mr. Byshoppil'. 8 ITov., 1587. See Letters of 
Philip Gawdy of West Harling.. Norfolks etc., 1579-1616.9 
k-LYUG,, RoxburgE Club), ed. I. H. Jeayass 19. 
429 
(Bishopp c ontd. ) 
25 
Wives. 
1) Ann., d. of William Cromer of Tunstall, Kent. 
2) Janej, d.. of Sir Richard Weston of Sutton, Surrey. 
26 
Children. 
fy his second wife: - 
Thomas Died unmarried. and v. p. 
Edward Eventually Sir Edward Bishopp of Parham, knt, 
and bart. M, p, Steyning 1626., Bramber.,. 1640. 
Sheriff of Sussex in 1635. Governor of Arundel 
Castle, 1643. Died, 1649. 
Henry Unmarried in 1634. 
Elizabeth 
Frances. 
Education. 
Universities. I 
Father Matric. pens. f rom St. 
John's Colleq, Camb., 
Michs.., 1562. 
Sons Edward matric. Trinity 
Col[-.,. Oxford., 2 hocte$ 
1619., aged 18. ý' 
Marriages of children. 
31 
Inns of Court. 
Adm. Inner Temple., 
Nov... 1,5t73.28 
Edward adm. Inner 
Temple, 1620.30 
Thomas 
Edward md, lady Mary, 4th d. of Nicholas Tafton, Earl of 
Thanet. She died., 1663. 
Henry Umnd. in 1634. 
Elizabeth md. Sir John Gresham of Titsey, Surrey. Buried at 
Titsey, 10 June, 1664, aged 74. 
Frances md. John Alford Esq., of Offington2 Sussex. 
25. B&C.., loc. cit. 
26. Ibid., f orýdviard, see also Al. Ox., i, 129. 
27. ! 1--. Cant., il59. 
28. Inner Temple Admissions, 73. 
29. Al. Ox* 11.9 129. 30. MneF Temple Admissions, 228. 
31. B&C,., loc. cit. 
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Subsidy assessments. 
(As of Henfield, Typnoke Hundred, Bramber Rape. ) 
32 
38 Henry VIII Thomas Bishopp, gent. in lands L26.13.4. 
2 Elizabeth Elizabeth Bishopp., widow if It L20 
33 
18 Elizabeth Thomas Bishopp, gent. It It L30 
34 
(As of Parham and Greatham., West Easewryth Hundred2 Arundel Rape, ) 
35 
1-2 Charles I Sir Thomas Bishopp, in lands Z30. 
knt. and bart... 
(Commissioner of Subsidy) 
32. P. R. O.., E. 179/190/225. 
33. E. 179/196 268. 
34. E. 179/19 297. 
35. It E. 179/191/377a. 
BLOUNT. (or Blunt) 
431 
Origins. 
The Blounts of Elizabethan Sussex were a younger branch 
of an ancient and distinguished family, the Blounts., Barons 
Mountjoy. They were descended from Richard Blount of Iver., 
Bucks., who died in 1508 and who wal a younger son of Walter 
Blount., K. G.., first Baron Mountjoy. This Richard Blountts 
son and heir was Sir Richard Blount who became Lieutenant of 
the Tler and died in 1564 and was buried in a chapel in the 
Tower. By his wife., Elizabeth., daughter of Sir Richard 
Lisher., L. C., J,., he had two sons and two daughters., his heir,, 
Sir Michael Blount of Mapledurham., co. Oxon. . becoming 
Lieutenant of the Tower after him and founding the line of 
the Oxfordshire Blounts. The second son., Richard., succeeded 
to the manor of Dedisham, Sussex. 
Dedisham, is the chief manor in the parish of Slinf old and 
is situated partly in Slinfold and. partly in Rudgwick. 
3 In 
the early sixteenth century it was in the hands of the lawkenors', 
Sir Roger Lewkenor dying leised of it in 1543 and leaving f our 
d'aughters as coheiresses. Shortly afterwards it seems to have 
been in the hands of the Crown since Edward VI granted it in 
July,, 1551., to Sir Richard Blount., Lieutenant of the Tower., 
father of Richard Blount of Dedisham. 5 The manor remained in 
the hands of the Blounts until the sister of one Katherine 
30s Blount, sold it to the Onslow family in about 16, 
' 6 
Thuss while of noble and ancient origin., this branch were 
of only short standing in Sussex$ nor did they remain in the 
county much above two generations since there waý, early in 
the seventeenth century a failure of male heirs. Even before 
the death of the second Richard Blount of Dedisham. on the 30 
April.. 1628., 8 and possibly before thedbath of his son and heir, 
William$ between 1623 and 1637 19 Lodge Farm$ part of 
the family 
inheritance, was sold in 1623.0 
1. B&C.., 285; B. Burke: lande, Gentry, (1855)p 105. 
2. Comber, (Horsham), 21. 
3. S. A. C., xl., 48-49 
4. Te--enotes on the 
Lewkenor family. 
5. Cal. Pat. Rolls., Ed. Vj, 1550-1553.9 153. 
6. S. A. G. 2 XIp49; Elwesp 204. 7. C om-B-er,, 1oc. cit. 
8. B&C,, loc. cit. 
9. Comber,, I-oc=.. 
10. " Ibid. 
1.. -- -- - 
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Whether armigerous. 
This family does not appear in any version of the 
Visitation for Sussex for 1570, neither does it in the College 
of Arms version for 1634. 
Members of the f amily. 
Head of the family in 1580. 
Richard Blount 
Richard Blount, 
Oxon., who died 
of St. Peter in 
daughter of Sir 
Df Deaisham.. Sussex.. younger son of Sir 
Iddutenant of the Tower, of Mapledurham, co. 
9 August, 1564 and waslý! ried in the chapel 
Vinculis in the Tower.. 
12 and 
of Elizabeth, 
Richard Lister., L. C. J. 
Mentioned in father's will., dt. 1560 
13 by which he was 
bequeathed "my manor and lordship of Dedisham and the park 
to the same belonging in the county of Sussext'. 
J. P. Sussex, 1585-1602.14 Q, 1594'onwards, 
1587,, certificate concerning the Sussex J. Piso a "good 
justicett. 15 
Named in motherts will., dt. 1581. She left him the lease 
and Interest in the Rectory and parsonage of, Climping and 
its appurtenances in Sussex, Sonning millp Berks. and all 
money,, cattle,, plate., household stuff.. goods and chattels 
not already bequeathed in the same will. He was appointed 
sole executor. 16 
17 
1602, plaintiff. in fine for land in West Grinstea . 
Date of death unknow*n, but perhaps between 1602 and,, date Of 18 
brother Michaells will, pr. 1610, in which he is not mentioned. 
No will or I. P. M. and no DI. I. at Slinfold. 
Wif 0. 
19 
Unknown. 
11. B&C., loc. cit. 
12. Ibid; her--wv-iIT-pr. l582, p. C. C., 26 Tirwhite. 
13. F-. C. b. 25 Stevenson. 
14. P. R. O., Assizes., 35., S. E. circuit., 27-44. 
15. S. A. C. 2iix5g. 16.9-e-enote 12. 
17. S. R. S. . xx.. 47 5. Is. F. C. C 76 Wingfield. 19. VisitAtion of Shropshire, 1623ýPt. l, (Harl. Soo. Pubns., xxviii, 56) gives her as -E, 71izabeth., d-. of Lord De la Warr, and also states that : Rlchard Blount her husband was kpigl#ed. There is no confirmation of these Points by other authorities, 
- 
- ----' -. -. -- C-. 
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Children. 
20 
Richard Of Dedisham. Sold Lodge Farm., JJ23. 
Died, 30 April, 1628.1* Pe ills 
Education. 
Universities. 
Father 
Son 
Marriar, es of children. 
Inns of Court. 
Richard md. Mary, d. of William West, Baron De la 
V4arr,, and of Elizabeth, d. of Thomas Strange 
of Chesterton.. co. Gloues. She died 1630. 
They had two sons and six daughters. 2 
Subsidy assessments. 
(As of West Easewrith Hundred, Arundel Rape. ) 
23 
1-2 Charles I- Blount Esq. in lands L15 
20. B&C., loc. cit. 
21. I. -P. MG 10-7 S-eFt. p 1637. P. R. O. C. 142/550/85. 22. B&C loc. cit. 
23. P. R. O: 's* 2.179/'19l/377a. 
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BOYNER (of Cuckfield) 
Origins. 
The connection between this family and the Boviyers of 
Petworth and of North Mundham does not appear to have been 
satisfactorily established in spite of the assertions of some 
authorities, by whom they are said tod escend from 
John Bowyer., the third sop of William Bowyer of Petworth whose 
will was proved in 1528. -L 
It is true that the pedigree of the Bowyers Of North 
Mundham drawn up at the time of the 1570 Visitation shows one. 9 John Bowyer, as William Bowyer of Pet3yorth's third sonp but 
it is not certain that he was the same John Bowyer who founded 
the Cuchfield family. 2 The evidence of the heraldst Visitations 
seems to contradict the assumption since they give., as the wife 
of John Bowyer, the third son Sf William, one Margaret,, daughter 
of John Dingley of Winchelsea . They are shownp by the same 
authorities, to have had one son, William, and three daughters, 
Parnell, Alice and Rose. Yet, the John Bowyer from whom the 
Cuckfield Bowyers descended left a wife, Dionysia or Dennys, by 
whom he had eight sons., and one daughter, Ann. 4 In his will, 
this John Bowyer described himself as a yeoman. 
So that although Henry Bowyer of Cuckfield described Thomas 
Bowyer of Leythorne whom he made an overseer to his will, as 
"cousin". the term had probably no exact meaning and is not 
sufficient evidence of any close kinship. Possibly there was 
some connection between the Bowyers of North Mundham and of 
Chichester on the one hand., and those of Cuckfield on the othor., 
but if so, it does not appear to have been traced. 
The pedigree of the Bowyers of Cuckfield has therefore been 
taken no further back than John Bowyer of Hartfield., Sussex.. 
yeoman., who died in September., 1536., who was the father of the 
first Henry Bowyer of Cuckfield Esq... head of the family in 1580j, 
and grandfather of Henry Bowyer, the J. P. of 1593 onwards. 
It is not clear whether John Bowyer of Hartfield was the 
successful ironmaster referred to by Cooper in his "History of 
the Parish of Cuckfield". 5 since he is there described as not 
1. VI. V. Cooper: History of the Parish of Cuckfield, (Haywards 
Heath,, 1912)., 16 et seqq.; S. A. C . 
M1,936. =IiarA Bowyer's will 
P. C. C. 32 Porch. 
2. Phillips, 2. 
3. Ibid.., Harl. Soc. Pubns.,, liiij62. Here Margaret is given as the ff-augilteF-O? Jolih -Ba-r7ley of Winchelsea. 
4. See his will, P. C. C. 13 Coode; and B&C., 363. 
5. Cooper., O-P-cit... 77; See also S. A. C. pxlii, 36. 
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only the father of Henry 
son of William Bowyer of 
person. Since, however, 
interests in the Sussex i 
father was the ironynaster 
would help to explain the 
Vihether armige rous. 
Bowyer of Cuc 
Petworth who 
the first Hen 
ron industryp 
referred to, 
rise of this 
kfield but also the third 
seems to be a different 
ry Bowyer of Cuckfield had 
it seems likely that his 
particularly as this 
family to prosperity. 6 
This family does not appear in any version of the 1570 
Visitation. 7 
Members of the family . 
Head of the family in 1580. 
Henry Bowyer of Cuckfield Esq. 2 third son of John Bowyer of Hartfield., Sussex., "Yeoman"., who died, 29 Sept., 1536, Q and 
of Dionysia or Dennys-9 
Mentioned in father's will. Executo to his eld. brother, 
William whose will pr. 11 Feb. 1579.10 
1565. Acquired th@ lease of Bentley Park in Cuckfield from 
Lord Abergavonny. 11 
1575'Bought one fourth part of Cuckfield manor belonging to 
Henry, Earl of Derýy., 12 and subsequently built Cuckfield Place 
as his residence. 1 
He Increased his property after settling at Cuckfield, 
buying land both there and in Crawley. 14 
6. There is no mention of his forges in John Bowyerts will, 
P. C. C. , 13 C oode. 7. To confirm the distinction made here between John- Bowyer of 
Cuckfield and John Bowyer, 3rd son of William Bowyer of 
Petworth, see H. C... MS G. 18.. f. 112b., and MS D. 11., f. 74. See also 
B &- G., 134 and 363. 
I. P. M.., P. R. O... Gý. 142/67/106; 17ill., pr. 17 May, 1550, P. C. C. 0 13 Coode. 
9. B&C.. q 363. 10. P. C. C. $ 10 Bakon. 11. V. C. H., Sussex. vii, 157; Cooper, 77. 
12. V. U-. .. issex, vii, 156; S. R. S., xix., 116. 3.3. V. C. H... Susstx 149 el -seqq; Horsfieldi. 252-3. 'P vii. 14. Cooper,, 78; S. R. S.., xx., 498; S. A. C., xlii, 36 et seqq. 
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c. 1574., he owned at least one forge and two ron furnaces 
and managed another forge in Ashdown forest. 1 His forges 
and furnaces are mentioned in his will and I. P. 11. 
1579-1581,, took part in a prol, 
Vicar of Cuckfield and brother 
this., many of the local gentry 
8 Sepl,, 1589, died. I. P. M., 6 
1589. 
onged feud with Edmund Curtis, 
of the Bishop of Chichester. In 
sided against Henry Bowyer. 16 
17 
Dec., 1589 Will pr. 3 Oct., 
Wif 
Elizabeth, d. and h. of Thomas Vaux of Caterhamo Surrey$ Clerk 
Comptroller of the Household to Henry VIII. Mentionia in her 
husbandts will. Buried at Cuckfield, 22 Dec., 1601. 
Children. 
Thomas Died v. p. Mentioned in fatherls will. 
20 
Francis it If It it it if It 
Henry Later Sir Henry Bowyer of Cuckf ield, knight. 
Youngest but only surviving son at fatherts death. 0 J. P. Suspqx, 1593- Jan. 1595, and June, 1602. 
Qsl594. -'--J- 22 
16010 M. P. Brambgý. 
1603, knighted. 11 24 25 25 May,, 1606., d. s. p. IOP*M*. q 23 Sept ý6 1606a Will dr. 21 May, 1606, pr. 24 Jan. 1607. 
Anne 
Mary 
3.5. See Appendix 29. 
16. Cooper , op. cit. . 40 et seqq; S. A. C. oxliv., 13 etseqq; 
A. P. C.,, 
. . P. D. 215_47-80 b 8., 616,, 620., nos. 
1 &=9 
621.9 623.0 625, p 6?. 6., 694. 17. P. R. O. 0 C. 142/225/60. 18. P. C. C. x 74 Leicester. 19. B&C., loc. cit; and Visitation of Sussex, 1662 (Harl. Soc. 
Pubns. . lkkkikj. -60. ) 20. S. A. C.., xlii., 44; B&C,, loc. cit. 
21. F. -H-7. Assizes., 35 S. E. Circuit, Sussex. 35-37. DorsesPat*Roll2 
P. R. O.. v C, 66/142 1. 22. Official Returns. 
23. Shaw. ii. 118. 
24. B&C 
., 
loc. cit. 
25. : P. ReO 
sC 
--MM2/173. 
26. P. C. C. s 2 Huddlestone. 
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Education 
Universities. Inns of Court. 
Father 
Sons Henry. matrie. fell. com. Henry, adm. Middle 28 I-rom Clare College., Camb.., Temple,, Jan.., 1579. 
Michs.., 1576.27 
Marriages of children. 
Thomas 
Francis 
Henry md. Dorothy, d. of George Goring of Lewes., Sussex. 
She re-married at Cuckfield, 17 2 ýarch, 1607, Sir John Shurley, knt., of Isfield. 
Anne md. Thomas Hendley of. Sranbrook., Kent., Esq. Mentioned 
in brother's I. P. M. 
Mary 
Subsidv assessments. 
(As of Cuckfield, Levies Rape. ) 
31 
5 Elizabeth Henry Bowyer in goods Z10. 
32 
14 Elizabeth It It gent. It it Z10. 
27. Al. Cant.., Pt. l.. i.. 194. 
28. Middle Temple Admissions., 1., 43. 
29.9 &C. loc. t; see 'so notes on Shurley family. 
30. B&C:., loc. crt. 
31. P. R. O.., E. 179/190/274. 
32* It E. 179/190/283 
BOWYER (of North Mundham) 
Origins. 
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The Bowyers., described by one authority as ItA well-to-do 
family of some prominence in Sussex local history"'. 1 came 
originally from Staffordshire One., Thomas Bowyer, came to 
Sussex to settle in about 141; 
F His son, Richard, resided 
at Petworth and had a sog., I'lilliam,, whow as steward to the 
Earls of Northumberland. 
William's eldest son,, Thomas, who died on 13 Sept., 1558, 
became a leading London merchant and founded the family of Boviyer 
of laythorne in the parish of 11orth Mundhams near Chichester. 4 
It was his eldest surviving son and heir, also Thomas, the lawyer, 
who was a J. P, from 1593 to his death in March, 1595, and it is 
therefore this branch of the family which is reviewed in this 
study. 
Another prominent branch of the family descended from 
Williamls second son, Robert Bowyer of Chichester., who died in 
1552 having been twice Mayor of that city-5 Among his sons 
were Francis, Alderman of Londons and Sheriff of Lopdon in 1577, 
from whom the Bowyers of Buckinghamshire descended, ' and Vlilýiam,, 
Keeper of the Records in the Tower of London from June., 15671 
and father of the celebrated Robert Bowyer who became Clerk of the 
House of Lords in 1610.. and whowas the author of a valuable 
Parliamentary Diary. b Although Robert Bowyor, the future diarist., 
was a friend of Lord Buckhurst and from 1599 on, his secretary, 
and was M. P. for Steyning in 1601.9 this branch of the family does 
not come within the scope of this survey since none of its members 
was a Deputy Lieutenant, county M. P,, sheriff or J. P. for Sussex 
during ElizabethIs reign. 
The Bowyers of Cuckf ield are d erived by some authorities 
fron, John Bowyer, third son of William Boviyer of Petworth whose 
will was proved in 152S., and younger brother of Thomas Bowyer.. 
1. TheParliamentary Diary of Robert Bovryer. 1606-7, t ed. D. H. 171111son. (Univ. of Minnesota Press., J. 931), p. vIII. 
2. B&C., 9134; '4". V*Cooper: Histor of the parish of Cuckfield 76 et seqq. 
3. Cooper., loc. cit.; will pr. 1528,, P. C. C. 32 Porch. 
4. Cooper, IBq. cit; Horsfield., ii.. 46. 
5. B&C., lB-c. cit.; Willson, loc. cit. 
6. Ibid.; S-. A. U-. , 32 and Tab le B. .t x1i 
i. 
7.6 1oanes 5410 f. 2. 
8. Willson, p. xi. 
9. Villso4'. P. ix. 
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citizen and merchant of London who died in 1558, and of 
Robert Bowyer of Chichester who died in 1552. However, 
this relationship is by no means certain. 10 
The founder of the North Mundham. line, Thomas Bowyer., 
citizen and grocer of London, who made and, lost a fortune in 
his business., had strong Puritan leanings. In 1540, he 
was granted the manor and rectory of Runcton Or Roughton and 
the ma or of North Mundham. where he was buried 19 Sept.., 
1558.1 Before the Dissolution, Runcton had belonged to the 
priory of Bruton,, 
iSomerset., 
hence the reference to it in the 
family bible as n tymes past in the possession of the 
nouryshers of superstition and ignorance. ttl2a The North 
Mundham. property had been in lord De la Vlarr's possession but 
was t almn from him by the Crown in exchange jgr lands formerly 
the property of Wherwell Nunnery., Hampshire . The Bowyers of 
North Mundham therefore profited indirectly from the Dissolution., 
though Thomas Bowyer, despite his l. Qsses,, paid as much as 
JZ uncton property. 
1% E650.16s. f or the R 
Whether armigerous. 
In the 3,570 Visitation according to the College of Arms 
MISS, G. 18 and D. 11 and to-Sir Thomas Phillipst version. 
According to H. C. MS D. 11. Thomas Bowyer of Sussex was granted 
a coat of arms in 1536. 
In the 1634 Visitation according to the College of Arms. - 
JvJS G, 27. 
Members of f ami2i. 
Head of f amily in 1580. 
Thomas Bowyer Esq. p of Leythorne in North Mundhams s. and 
h. 
of Thomas Bowyer, citizen and grocer Of London, and 1 subsequently of North Mundham, Sussex,, who died 13 Sept. s 1558., 
5 and of 
Jane, d, and h. of Robert Merry, and neice of William Merry$ 
grocer of London. 'She died 3 August, 1579.16 
10. See notes on the Bowyers of Cuckfield. 
11. S. A. C.., lxiv,, 105; and xlii. 19. 
12. -TIM; I. P. M. 9 P. R. O... C. 142/121/160. 12a; Ro-rsfieldii.. 46; S. A. C., lxiv. 105. 
13. Ibid; Elwes, 154-5-. re-ytborne had previously been the 
occasional residence of Bishop Sherborne of Chichester. 
V. C. H., Sussex. iv., 161,163. 
14.9-. 7. C.. 91-ocecit 
c. 
ff;.; I. P. M.,, P. R. O.., C. 142/121/160. 15. B&C 
Loc. cit; I. P. M.., P. R. O. j. 
C. 142/187/62. 16. Ibid; S. A. C-. ----l- 
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At his father's wish took up the legal profession, "grocery" 
being too hazardousJ7 
(For his legal c a-reer., see below.. 'Educationt) 
1558,, su c ceeded his father att be a ge of 21 
ýG 
1583, d escribed as a 'a J. P., being "religious and wise tj 40 
ygrson suitable for 
20 
1586, ; gave advice in the Chichester election dispute. 
1587., mentioned in certificate concerning Sussex J-PIs as 21 
Ila lawyer" and "great favorer of religion and the cOmonvlealth". 
He is not mentioned as a J. P. in any other source until 1593. 
1593 - Jan. 
22 15950 J. P. Sussex. Q., 1594. 
23 
7 Llarch, 1595, died, I. P. M. ,9 'ph) 1595. Will dt. 4 Aug. 1590., pr. - 1595 and 8 July, 1602. 
(For his long dispute with John Cavyll of Warnham in the Star 
Chamber over the boundaries of some marshland, aearrNorthrMundham, 
see. r. ý6Tcr-heýnce on p. LI2-) 
25 
Wives. 
1) Magdalen, d. of Bartholomew Traheron. No children. 
2) Jane, d. of John Birch, Baron of the Exchequer. 
26 
Children. 
By his second Y; ife:. 
Thomas Later Sir Thomas Bowyer of 4ýthorne, Sussex. 
Aged 8 at his father's death. Created a 
baronet, 23 July., 1627. Re-built and enlarged 
17. S. A. C,, Ioc. cit. 
18. See f ther's I. P. M... P. R. O... 0.142/121/160. 
19. P. R. O.. q S. P. 12/165/22. 20. J. E. Neale: The Elizabethan House of Gommons (1949),, 269. 
21. S. A. C. sii., O. 22. P. Assizes 351, S. E. Circuit., Sussex., 35-37; Dorse Pat. 
Roll. P. R. O,, C. 66 
23. P. R. O.., C, l ý/244/105. 
24. P. C. C. 2 30$ Scott. 25. B&C., 134. See also Horsfield. ii. 46; Elwes, 155. 
26, Ibid. 
27. =ee-f ather Is I. P. M. 
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Leythorne. M. P. Midhurst. 1614, Bramber, 1621-42, 
Sheriff of Surrey and Sussex, 1626-7. Buried at 
Liu ndham., 28 Fe b. ts 1650. Will dt. 20 Jan., 16490 
pr. 9 Apr. 1652. 
John Born and died, 1591, at North Mundham. 
J ane Bap. at Idundham, 8 Nov., 1588. 
Anne Died, 1661. 
Education. 
Universities. Inns of Court. 
Father Adm. Middle Temple, 8 Feb., 
1558. Bencher, 1577. 
Readerj, Autýr, 1577 
Lent,, 1585. 
Sons Thomas., adm IAýSdle 
'Temple., 2 Nov... M5. 
Marriages of children. 
Thomas md, three times$ (a) Ann., d, and coheiress of Adrian 
Stoughton of Stoke. 9 Bussex. Issue 
(b) Jane., d. and 
h. of Emery Cranley of Surrey and relict of Samuel 
Austen of Shalford and of Sir George Stoughton. No 
issue. (c) Anne -- Issue. 
John 
Jane md. at North Mundham$ 8 Deco 1608$ Richard 
Bellingham, gent. 
Anne 
Subsidy assessments. 
(As of North Mundham., Hundred of Box and Stockbridge, Chichester 
Rape. ) 140 
14 Elizabeth Thomas Bowyer, gent in goods Z10 
39-42 Elizabeth Thomas Bowyer, Esq. in lands 
33 L20 
34 
Elizabeth Joan Bowyerwidow in lands Z8 
35 
1-2 Charles I Thomas Bowyer Esq. in lands L20 
(Commissioner of Subsidy). 
ge 5,69-Bowyer. 0 -1 X*C4p 
29. Middle Temple Admissions., i., 23. 
30. Ibid,.. 5; See also P. R. O., St. Ch. 5 Eliz. S. 5/7. 
31. B&C.,, ploc. cit. 32. P. R. O. 0 E-1797-190/283. 33. P. R. O., E. 179/190/338. 
34. P. R. 
35. P. R. 
8: 
', g 71 
- .w 
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BROVINE3 Viscount Montague. 
OriRins. 
Sir Anthony Browne of Cowdray in Midhurst who was 
raised to the peerage in 1554 as Viscount Montague, came 6f 
a younger branch of the Brownes of Bechworth (or Beechworth) 
Castle in Surrey. His grandfather, also Sir Anthony Brownet 
was a younger son of Sir Thomas Browne of Bechworth Castle, 
who was Treasurer of the Household to Henry VI and twice 
sheriff of Kent, in 22 and 38 Henry V11 and of Elennor, 
daughter and sole heiress of Sir Thomas Fitzalan of Bechworth 
Castle, and neice of John Fitzalan2 Earl of Arundel. 
Although a younger son, this first Sir Anthony achieved 
considerable success under the first of the Tudors, being 
appointed Standard Bearer of England in 1485, Esquire of 
the Body and Governor of Queenborough Castle7 Kent subse- 
quently, and Constable of the Castle of Calais in 1503) three 
years before he died. An important contribution of his to 
the fortune of the family he founded was his marriage to 
Lucy2 daughter and coheiress of John Neville2 Marquis of 
Montague who was brother of Wartihk the Kingmaker and who 
died with him at Barnet in 1471. This Lucy had previously 
married Sir Thomas Fitzwilliam of Aldwark, co. York, by whom 
she had a son2 later Sir William Fitzwilliam, K. G. 2 and 
eventually Earl of Southampton2 wh02 in 15282 bought the 
greater part of the Cowdray property from Sir David Owen, 
himself a recent purchaser. In October, 15422 the Earl of 
Southampton died without issue, having bequeathed his Cowdray 
estates to his younger half-brother? the second Sir Anthony 
Browne, only son of the first Sir Anthony who died in 1506, 
by Lucy, ýýe Earl's mother, and father of the first Viscount 
Montague. e 
The Fitzwilliam inheritance, however2 was not the first 
link in the long chain of Sussex estates accumulated by the 
Browne family. Even before the death of his half-brother 
brought him Cowdray and other lands in that county, the 
second Sir Anthony Browne had begun to gather in substantial 
tokens of Henry VIII's personal affection for him in the 
shape of former monastic property. He was created Esquire of 
the Body to the King in 15242 and an intimate friendship 
sprang up between them whose progress was marked by 
successive appointments of Sir Anthony to posts of honour and 
1. B. & C., 350,354 & 254; S. A. C., v, 179. 
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responsibility. In 1528 and 1533 he was sent on embassies to France, in 1539 was appointed Master of the Horse, in 1540 
created a K. G. 2 and in 1547 Sýandard Bearer of England, a post once held by his father. I In the more personal and intimate affairs of the king, Sir Anthony was also a man of influence. It has been stated that he was even sent to the 
court of the Duke of Cleves in 1540 to act as proxy for 
Henry VIII in his marriage with Aye of Cleves2 but the story 
appears to be without foundation. 0 He is said to have 
advised the king in 1541 about Queen Katherine Howard when her conduct came in question2 and in the king's last illnes 
it was he who undertook to tell him of his approaching end. 
The continuation of the king's confidence in him to the end 
of his reign is shown by his appointment of Sir Anthony as 
one of the 15 executors of his will) by which he also 
bequeathed him f-300.5- In addition, Sir Anthony was appointed 
a guardian to the young Prince Edward and of the Princess 
Elizabeth2 and it was he who carried the news of his 
accession to the new king at Hertford and as Master 
of the Horse, rode into London beside him. 
Such a friendship brought its material rewards. The 
most. notable of Henry VIIIIs many grants of ecclesiastical 
property to his favoured servant was that of the site and 
house of Battle Abbey on 15 August) 30 Henry VIII. 7- Sir 
Anthony took up residence in the abbotts former lodging and 
razed the Church, chapter house and cloisters to the ground. 
8- 
Other royal grants included the site and rights Rf the royal 
free chapel within the walls of Hastings Castle; )- the manor 
of Brede which included a considerable part of the town of 
Hastinp and which had pertained to the monastic hqVse at 
Syon; l thid E&ft4 bf Godstow and Send in Sussex; "Othe site 
of the Priory of St. Mary Overy in Southwark on which Sir 
Anthony built what was b be fq; generations the London 
residence of his descendantS; -Lr-*the manor of Waldron7 or 
2. B. & C., loc. cit.; D. N. B. 
3. D. N. B. 
- - cfe 
S. A. C., 1xvi, 190-11. 
4. 3 .A .C0 1xvi, 205. 5. S. A. C 7 xlii)228. 6. : 
7. B. &C ) 354. 8. : D. N. B j S. A. C. 7 xvii713- 9. : S. A. C ) 6; xiii, 140-11; and 151-f2. 
10. S. A. C. 7 - - - 
ii, 167; D. N. B. 
ii. D .N . B. 12. D. N. B.; Q. A. r, )vii, 41n. 
-W 
-IN, 
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Herindales; 
13. 
the manor of Chinting and other lands of 
Michaelham Prýqry in the neighbourhood-14. 7 and the manor of Saddlescombe. J-; Io Not all of these properties were handed 
down to Sir Anthony's heir; some were sold7 others exchanged, 
but Battle Abbey was kept and prized above all as the symbol 
of a king's favour. When7 on 6 May$ 1548) Sir Anthony died 
at the house he had built at Byfleet in Surrey, his body 
was removed and buried with great pomp a16 ýattle under an 
altar tomb which he ýgd begun to prepare and which was 
completed by his sonýland heir so Sir Anthony Browne, 
later first Viscount Irlontague. i7ý1 
In addition to the ecclesiastical properties which 
came to Sir Anthony by direct grant, there were others which 
came to him indirectly through his half-brother7 Sir William 
Fitzwilliam7 Earl of Southampton7 to whom they had been 
granted at the time of the Dissolution. Among these, to 
mention only religious houses, were the priories of Shulbred 
and Easebourne in Sussex, and the Abbeys oflýurford in 
Sussex and Chertsey and Waverley in Surrey. & Moreover, 
the harvest was by no means wholly gathered in even atý 
Henry VIIIIs death. According to the I'Monasticon"I Elizabeth 
granted Bayham. Abbey to fir Anthony's son and heir, the 
first Viscount Montague, 
ý-and 
as late as the year 1607, 
certain lands of the alien priory of Calceto near Arundel, 
originally seized by Wolsey to help to endow his new college 
at Oxford but after his fall appropriated by ý8e Crown, 
were granted to the second Viscount Montague. a 
The Brownes were a family remarkable for their apparent 
ability to reconcile loyalties which many others found 
incompatible. Both Sir Anthony who died in 1548 and his 
son who became thqfirst Viscount Montague) were apparently 
strong Catholics. '--- It is in the situation of the first 
Viscount, more than in that of any other prominent figure 
of Elizabethan Sussex, that the dilemma of the Catholic 
man of property appears; his worldly position was founded on 
13. S. A. C., xiii, 91. 
14. S. A. C., xviii, 163. 
15* S. A. C., 1xvil 190-11. 
16. D. N. B 
17. S. A. C:, Vi, 54-6; xlii)229-131. 
18. S-A-C:, lxxv 39. 
19. S-A-C iX7161- 
20. S-A-C . xi)95. 
21. D. N. B.,. sub, Sir Anthony Browne2lst Vise. Montague. 
(Browne, Viscount Montague continued. ) 
the ruins of monastic wealth and on the favour of an indulgent 
secular ruler; his faith bound him to Rome. Yet2 in spite of 
the parodoxes of his position, this enigma was honoured by 
the royal visits of Edward VI in 1552 and of Queen Elizabeth 
in 1591 to Cowdray, and was raised to the peerage in 1554 by 
Mary. He remained almopt uninterruptedly on excellent terms 
with all three rulers. ý'-4-But when disaster overtook the 
family towards the close of the eighteenth century, rumour had 
it among simple. folk that this was the fulfilment-Of a long- 
standing q; se on a line of notorious appropriators of Church 
property. -je 
Members of the family. 
Head of the f amily- in 1580. 
Sir Anthony Browne of Cowdray7 later lst Viscount 
Montague, eld. s. and h. of Sir Anthony Browne of 
Cowdray who died 6 May, 1548, by his first wife, 
Alice, d. of Sir John Gage, K. G. 7 Constable of the 
Tower. 24. 
M. P. Guildford, 1547; Petersfield, 1553, SurreYM1554.25. 
1547, knighted at the Coronation of Edward VI ý7- 
1548, succeeded his father-at the age of, g2. 
1552, entertained Edward VI at Cowdrayl. "' 
Nov-15527 Sheriff of Surrey & Sussex. '-"o 
1554, Master of the Horse and Steward of Hampton 
Court. 30eSept., or. Viscount Mgtague at the 
time of the Queen'. s marriage. eSent on an 
embassy to Rome. 
1555, X. G. and Privy Councillor. 
1557, Lieutena5ý. General of the English forces at St. 
Quentin. 
1558, Lord Lieutenant of Sussex. One of the executor 93- 
of Queen Mary and chief mourner at her funeral. 
On the accession of Queen ýJizabethj lost his 
seat on the Privy Council. * 
22. ibid. 
23. S. A. C. 9 XXI 210. 24. B. & C. 354. 
25. Official Returns 
26. D-N-B; Shawli; a,. II51. 27. B. & C. 7loc. cit. 28. D--. N-. B; S. Ac. liv, 126; v. 181. 29. P. R. O. Sheriff 
30. G. E. C. ixý 98. 
31. D. N. B., S. A. C. )v. 179- 32. D. N. B. 
33. G. E. C. 
34. D. N. B. 
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15597 one of the only two peers to oppose the Acts of 35- Supremacy and Uniformity in the House of Lords. 15607 special embassy to Madrid. 
15627 speech in the House of Lords against the oath 
of Supremacy 0 36. 1565 41tston to Flanders. 37. 
156911 joint Lord Lieutenant for Sussex. 0 
June7.1569, Commissioner for Musters for Sussex; 
June, 1573, Chief Commissioner; 11p) joint 
Commissioner for Surrey & Sussex. * 
1571-21 implicated in plot for marrying e Duke of 
Norfolk to Mary, Queen of Scots. 3ýý 
1577, Queen planned to visit him, 7 perhaps at Battl ao Abbey, but this was prevented by the plague. 
15842 intervened in the county election for Sussex on 
behalf o, ý, ýobert Sackville and Sir Thomas 
Shirley. * 
15867 on the 
t 
comjýýsion for the trial of Mary2 Queen 
1588, took an active part in Pe preparations for 
of Sco S* 
repelling the Armada. 4 
August, 1591, entertained the Queen sllmptuoUsly at 
Cowdray for six days. 44. 
19 October, 1592, died at Horsley, Surrey. Buried irl 
chapel at Midhurstj 6 Dec. 7 1592. His tomb was 
subsequently removed to Easebourna,? hurch, close 
to the entrance of Cowdray Park. 46. Will dt. 19 July, 1592., 14 Mch., 1593* 
I. P. M., 19 April, 1593- 
Note: - He had been a J. P. for Sussex 1559 - 1592, and was 
usually of the quorg, 
0 
0.1565, Commissiomfor the 
restraint of grain. 
35- D. N. B. Note: all information contained in the remainder 
of his biography is from this source unless otherwise 
stated. 
36 0 G. E. C., loc. ci 37 0 8 
ibid., see also Appendix 1. b 3 * G. E. C 7 loc. cit, see also B. M. Harl. MS, 474, f. 80 . - - for c: 87. 15 39. G E. C. ; see also H. M. C. Hatfield MSSI 1,526-8; and - Cal. S-P-D--, 1547-ITO , 438. 40. S. A. C., v, 192-13. 
41. B. M. -Ha rl. MS) 703) f. l8b. 42. G. E. C., loc. cit.; D. N. B. 
43. ibid 
44. see also S-A-C-7 v) 185. 
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Wive s 
1) Jane2 d. of Robert Radcliffe, Earl of Sussex. She died 
at Cowdray2 22 July, 1552, aged 202 and was buried, A August, in the chapel at Midhurst . 49. 2) Magdalen, d. of William2 Lord D re of. Gillisland. Died, 
21 Jan. ý 1608, Will pr. 1608.5K 
Children-51- 
Bv his first wife: - 
Anthony Bap- 30 July, 1553, Easebourne. D. v. p., 29 June, 
1592. 
Mary Died 1607- 
Bv his second wife: - 
George Knightedpy the Queen in 1591 at her visit to 
Cowdray-; ý"Ancestor of the Brownes of Wickham. 
Henry Later Sir Henry Browne, ancestor of the Brownes 
of Kiddington, co. Oxon. 
Anthony Later Sir Anthony Browne of Effingham, d-s. p. 
Thomas 
Philip D. v. p. 
William D. v. p. 
Elizabeth Died, 1631. 
Mabel D. v, p. 
Jane 
45. B. &- C., 
-loc. 
cit.., D. N. B.; S. A. C. v, 185 & 189; xlii, 229; 
46. 
47. 
48. 
49. 
50. 
51. 
52o 
J-Xxvi 179 -- P. C. C., 22 Nevell. 
P. R. O. C- 142/235/110 
P. R. O. Assizes 35, S-L 
MSj- 4747 f. 92. 
B. & C., loc. cit. 
Circuit Sussex2 1-34; B. M. Harl 
P. C. C. 28 Wj_ndibanck it Sept-72 Dorset. 
B. &, C9 354 et se4q. 
S. A. C.; V, 185. 
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Educ, ation * Universities - 
Father 
Sons. 
Willi=, matric. entry 
Balliol College, Oxford 
2 MaY2 1581, aged 17 ý6. 
B. A., 9 Feb. , 1585. 
Inns of Court. 
- --N 
Perhaps the Anthony 
Browne, adm-Gray's Inns 
1537.53. 
Georj,, e7 adm. ner Temple. 
Nov. s 1586. Henry, adm. Grayt - Inns 
13 August, 1588.55- 
Willi , Perhaps a 
student of the Inner 
Temple, as of Chichester, 
Sussex and late of 
Clifford's Inns gent . 
57. 
Marriages of children. 
58- 
Or -the -first maj: rjp&e: - 
Anthony md. Maryq d. of Sir William Dormer of Wing, 
Bucks. She re-married twice. They had 3 sons 
&3 daughters. The eld. s. ý Anthony-Maria 
Browne, born 1 Feb. 1574, was heir to his 59* 
grandfather in 1592 and came of age in 1595. 
Mary md three times: - (a) Sir Henry Wriothesley, 
Earl of Southamptoný (b) Sir Thomas Heneage, 
knt. 7 Vice-chamberlain to Queen 
ElizabetI12 
(c) Sir William Harvey2 later Lord Harvey who 
diedq 1642* 
Of the second marriage-. - 
George ? (Had children - v. supra) 
Henry ? 
Anthony 
Thomas Died unmd. 
Philip 
William 
Elizabeth md. Robert Lord Dormer of Wing, Bucks., who 
died in 1616. 
Mabel 
Jane rad. Sir Francis Lacon of Willey, Salop. 
53. Grayfs Inn Admissiong, 13. 
54. Inner Temple-Admissions, 117- 
55- Gray's Inn Admissionsi 73- 
56. Al. Ox, 1,198. 
57. Inner Temple-Admissiorxs, 121. 
58. B. & IC ., loc. cIt 59. S. A. C. liv, 125. See also v, 187 & vii) 173-212. 
- -------------- 
---- 
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CARYLL. (or Carrell). 
OriFins. 
There are considerable discrepancies among the 
authorities as to the antecedents of this family. 
Berry and Comber go no further back than one, Cary117 
whose christian name, the name of whose wife and other 
details about whom are unknown, but who was the father of 
John Caryll, serjeant-at-lavi to Henry VIII whi died in 1523 
and of Thomas Caryll of Ochecote7 Northants. * 
According to another authority, the family apparently 
came from London and settled in Sussex early in the sixteenth 
century, ýt first in Warnham and later at Harting and 
Shipley. - 
M. Trenqual; on traces the family back to one7 Nicholas 
Cary117 who resided at Benton, near West Grinstead in the 
mid 15th century, the first ancestor of his family on English 
soil and of gentle birth7 Trenqual5on says he was probably 
of the family of OtCarroll of Ireland who had been great 
magnates with much influence there for centuries, and gives 
him as having married in about 1420 a wife whose name is 
unknown, and leaving as his son and heirg John Caryll, who 
was in turn father of John Caryll, the serjSrt-at-law under 
Henry VII and Henry VIIII who died in 1523- 
1. B. &C-1 359 & 372. 
2. S. A. C., XXX 111 170. 3. M. de Trenquallon: West Grinstead et les Carvlll(1893: 
Paris & West Grinstead)-, 4338 et seqq. Cf. B. & C. 11oce 
cit. Trenqua3! eon says, it was John Caryll, son of 
Nicholas Caryll, who married Griseldal d. of Henry 
Belknap, a man of considerable property and influence 
in Kent and E. Sussex in the 15th century. (a--cit-, 342) 
B. & C. say Griselda Belknap was the first of the 3 
wives of the younger John Caryll who died in, 1523, she 
dying on the llth July, 1498, and being buried at 
Clapham. (B. & C.. loc. cit. ) For this John Caryll's 
first wife2 TrenqiLalgonmerely gives "Griselda whose 
family name and place of burial are unknown". (Or-cit-I 
346-17. ) 
nr -- 
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(Caryll continued. ) 
Trenqual'e"on's version of a connection with the county 
from the early 15th century seems more plausible than that 
which gives them as newcomers from London in the early 16th 
century. Further it is based on family papers. 4- At least 
it is clear that the Carylls were associated with Sussex 
before their purchase of property in Warnham, near Horsham 
in August, 15139)- and there is no definite evidence of their 
previous residence in London. 
brom John Caryll who died in 1523 onwards, the descent 
of the Carylls is less obscure. He was succeeded by John, 
the elder of his two sons by his second wife, whowis to 
follow his father into the legal profession and to emulate 
his success there. This John Car 1 of WarnhaLA Esq., who 
was not yet 22 years old on the 2ýlunej 15231"'Orose to the 
status of serjeant-at-law on the 17 October, 15527 and in the 
same year became both a Bencher of the Inner Temple and the 
Treasurer of that society. He was also sometime Attorney of 
the Duchy of Lancaster and Steward of the Barony of Bramber. 
At Elizabethts accession, Sir Nicholas Throckmorýon recommended 
him asq a candidate for the Lord ChantellQ: nship. * 
Despite M. Trenqualeonts glosses, this John Caryll seems Z 
to have been somewhat inconsistent from the religious 
standpoint. His apparent success in reconciling loyalty to 
Rome with any necessary subservience to the Royal Supremacy 
seems to have set a pattern which his son, Sir Edward Caryll 
of Harting, was to follow with remarkable success under 
Elizabeth. In January, 1539, John Caryll was nominated 
Attorney of the Court of First Fruits and Tenths, and in 1549 
4. Trenquallon, op. cit., Preface, p. ix. But he does not 
accept responsibility for the genealogy he uses. Where 
this diverges from that of B. &C. which is supported by 
references to willst l. P. MIs etc., the latter has been 
followed. 
For this date see B'. & C., loc. cit. See also S. A. C. 1xxii 
262 and . xxiiiIIII. 1 6. B. 4 C. 2 loc. cit.; date of probate of fatherts will of 
which he was executor. (P. C. C. 10 Bodfelde). r' 
7- Trenqualoeon)OD. cit. 346 et seqq., S. A. C,. 7 xxxiii, 172; 
xiii, 126, B. & C-7 loc. cit. J. E. Neal : "Sir Nicholas 
Throckmorton's Advice to Queen Elizabeth on her Accession 
to the Throne, " (E. H. R. 1xv, 95). 
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he appeared on a Commissionj of 32 for revising the liturgy 
though, according to Trenquýfeonj tradition has it that he 
refused to append his name to the document they produced. 
8- 
However, in 1553 he was appointed a Commissioner fo5 the 
collection of church plate in the Rape of Bramber. - Yet 
he was sufficiently ten rapportl with Mary for her to give 
him the late Sir Thomas Morels house at Chelsea 10- He was 
a county M. P. for Sussex in 1553,1555 and 1559.1Ll- 
Like Sir John Gage, his contemporary and colleague, 
12. 
John Caryll was the forerunner of one of the outstanding 
recusant families of Sussex, but, like him, found it possible 
both to serve and to profit by the Henrician and Edwardian 
regimes7 and yet to emerge creditably into the Marian period. 
It is perhaps significant that Sir John Gage7 a notable 
beneficiary of the Diss6lution, should have appointed John 
Caryll Esq. one of his two executors. 13. The two must have 
been on intimate terms. 
This John Caryll Esq. died at St. Martin Outwych2 London 
on 10 March, 1566 and was buried at Warnham on the 24 Marclio 14* 
He was a J. P. of Sussex at least from 1559 to his death. ')* 
From him descend the two main lines of Carylls of the 
E; izabethan period, the elder line2 the Carylls of Warnham, 
and the cadet branch, the Carylls of Shipley and subsequently 
of Harting. Of the former, Thomas Cary112 eldest son of 
John Caryll Esq. afore-mentioned2 Predeceased his father but 
left a son2 John, who succeeded his grandfather in 1566, 
thou h he was then a minor. 10o In his willýidated 9 March, 
1566g2-J-. bhn-, Catyll--,. tho'i-. elder2. directed that s younger son, 
Edward2 the future Sir Edward'Caryll of Shipley and subsequentl3 
of Harting2 should assume the guardianshiy of his nephbv, 7, 
John2 until he should reach his hajority. 7-This Sir Edward 
Caryll was the founder, of the cadet branch of the. family. 
AW 
8* Trenqualeon, op-cit. 351. 
9. S. A. C., liii, 210 & 212. Note: 210n. wrongly identifies 
him with his grandson, the future Sir John Caryll of 
Warnhamls. of Thomas Caryll. 
10. TrenqualtonjoP-cit 351-2. 
11. S. A. C. 2, xxxii, 161$i3,69; Official Returns 12. Gage was Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster. See notes on 
the Gage f amily. 
13. S. A. C., xlvlll5-t6. 
14. B. & C., Ioc. cit. ' 
15. P. R. O. Assizes, 35, S. E. Circuit, Sussex2 1-7- 
16. B-& C. 7 loc. cit. 17. P-C-C- 34 Stonard. 
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Whether-armigerous. 
The, Carylls are not mentioned in any version of the 1570 Visitationjgý Sussex, but they do appear in those of 1634 and 1662. 
U) Caryll of Warnham. 
11 
Members of the family. 
Head of the family in 1580. 
S# John Caryll of Warnham, only son of Thomas Caryll 
of the same who d. v-p- and was bur. there, 23 Nov., 
1564,19- and of his first wife, Dorothy, d. and 
eventually heiress of Thomas Bokenham. She was bur. 
9 Mch-, 1558 at Warnham. 20. 
1566, Succeeded his grandfather but was then a minor of 
9 years old. Had been placed by his grandfather 21. 
under the guardianship of his uncle7 Edward Caryll. 
Apparently never a J. P. under Elizabeth. 
26 Oct. -1577, entered on the diocesan recusancy return sent by the Bishop of Chichester to the Privy Council as one 
who absented himself fr m church. His lands were 
valued at 12000 marks. 
ý2- 
15 August, 1580, on recusancy return from the parish of 
Warnham, in the rural deanery of Storrington to the 
bishop of Chichester it was noted that "Mr John Carryll 
and his wiefe do not come to church at such times as 
they are at Warneham" 0 23() 
17 August, 1580, -''Nichas. Herne his se I vante comyth not to church nor yet receyved the co on*of_lon E4ý ime. 
Nichas-the gardener his servant also - I'. 
18. S. A. C. I mcxix, 110. 19. B. & C., loc. cit.; and P. R. O. Wards 9/138)ff-444&4445li2 
and Wards 5/1-39, Pf. 
20. B. &- C., loc. cit. 
21. P. R. O. Wards 971-38) 
22. C*R*So, xxii, 80-tl; 
23. W. S. C. R. O. 2 D. R. O. 2 24. Ibid. - 
59b-60. 
f. 444b; and P. C. C. 34 Stonard(.. 
or II. S. C. R. O., D. R. O. 90/l/37if-8- 
90/l/372 f. 56. 
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Another return, undt. but entitled "The certificate 
of such as refuse to come to church within the 
Archdeaconrye of Chichester", notes - "John Canyll 
esquier of the parrishe of Warneham in landes 
a thousand marks in goods 200 pounds could not be found but ys supposed to bee at Warblington 
in Hampshyre and to be a grete mainteyner of 
preests scholemasters and assemblies of those 
that refuse to here divine service. " His wife 
and his servants "Nicholas Herne and Nicholas 
Gardener" .. "could not be found but are ýi so 
supposed to be at Warblington aforesayd". I 
1588-199 Sheriff of Surrey and Sussex. 26" 
1588, assessed at : ClOO for the Armada loan, highest rate7 
with 14 others. 27. 
Aug., 1591) Knighted. 28* 
14 August215992 in making his contribution of arms2 light 
horses etc., he "of his own goodwill,, bEqýght more 
to Eltham. than he was required to do. 
16oo, was arraigned for his faith with 7 other gentbMen, 
his neighbours) before the Earl-of Southampton. a 
1602, Leased various properties in the Horsham district, 
including irqnworks in St. Leonard's forestý from 
the Crown . ýL 0 At that time held the convent buildings of the 
dissolved rSjýgious house of the Grey Friars, 
Chichester. 
He was concerned in the property affairs of Anne, 
Countess of Arundel, after her husband2 Philip 
Howard's death in 1595.33 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 
32. 
33. 
W. S. C. R. O., D. R.. 0.2 90/l/37, f. 2. 
See Appendix 4. 
S. A. C. il 35- 
Shaw, iiq 88. 
Cal. S-. P. D. 1598-16019292; 
Cal. S. P. D., 1598-1; 05i 524; 
S. A. C. xxiiV, 121; see also 
44-53; 1xvi 90- 
S. A. C. li 3ý- 
c. xxi, 380. 
/ 
AV Tmnqualeon, op. ci-t-. 387- 
Mze: r4Uafeon, op-cit . 387 
vi, 48; xxiv, 231-2; xxv- 
454 
(Caryll continued. ) 
july, 1613, ied. Bur. at llarnhamj. ýJ- 
34. 
Admon., 10 Nov-i 
1613 3ý-I. p. M. 7 6 Aug., 161 
37- 
Wife 
Mary, d. of George Cotton of Warblington. Bur. at Wqrnham2 24 June2 1601. M. I. 
38- 
Children. 
John Eld. s. and heir 7 late5glir John Caryll of Harting. Knighted 28 Jun; 1603- 0 Bap. 28 Aug-7 1583P 
Eventually heir to cousins, Sir Thomas Caryll of 
Shipley and Sir Richard Caryll of Harting. Aged 26 
and more at father's death in 1613- Perhaps brought 
up at Rome, possibly under Cardinal Bellarmine whose 
friend he became. Was for a time at the French 
Court. In time7 became one of the wealthiest 
gentlemen in Sussex, holding lands stretching from 
Guildford, via Horsham and Harting to Shoreham. in 
Sussex. ý1'50 Settled lands on his son, 29 Sept., 1628. 
Henry Bap-at Warnham7 29 Aug., 1587. Bur. there7 6 May71588. 
George B ur . Ilarnh am 1 16 Apr 583. Thomas Bur. Warnham 9 Jan., ihl. 
Mary Bap.. Warnhamý 10 Feb., 1578. Bur. there 16 Feb., 1579. 
Jeanne Bap. Warnham, 20 June, 1589. 
-a daughter. Elizabeth 
Margaret. 
13A 
J-W: k V-., 359 & 72. 35 ibia'; ý'P-C-C- Admon. 
36. P. R. O. 7 C- 142/346/182 37. B-&C. 359 & 72; TrLnqualeon, OP-cit- 387 et seqq. 
38. These according to B. & C., loc. cit. Trenqualeon says 
there were 8 children of whom 6 died in infancy, 
Catherine died unmd. 7 and John was son and heir. 
But 
B. & C. are supported with references to the Warnham 
parish registers etc. 
39. Shawgii, 112. 
40. Trenqualeon, OP-cit-, 395-18. 7-7- 
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Educatioll- 
Universities,. tio Is of Court. Inn 
Father 
Sons 
CO-oh 
) adm. Gpy's Inn, Mch, 1601. 
Marria es of c ildren, 
42 
John md. Mary, d' of Robert, Lord Dormer and of 
Elizabethjd: of Sir Anthony Browneq Viscount 
Montague. 
Henry 
George 
Thomas 
Mary 
Jeanne 
- daughter Elizabeth md. Sir Garret Kempe of Slindong knt-9 royalist and 
possibly a recusant. 43. 
Mary md. Sir Philip Howard, eld. s. of Lord William 
Howard of Naworth, from whom descended the Earls 
of Carlisle. 
Subsidy assessments. 
(As of 11arnham, Hundred of Shinglecross, Bramber Rape')44. 
2 Elizabeth John Caryll Esq. in lands : E100. 
(Co=issioner) 
(As of Chichester City, North Street) 45. 38 Elizabeth Sir John Caryll, knt., in lands : C80 
40 Elizabeth it 11 : C80 
46. 
41 Elizabeth is If : C80 
47. 
41. Grayls Inn Admiss 'on S3 1C)l 
42. B-6: C-i 359; and 72. 
43- S. A. C., xix, 116-120. 
44. P. R. O. E. 179/190/268. 
45. E- 179/190/333- 
46. E- 179/190/335. 
47. E- 179/190/336. 
.9 
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Ui) Caryll of Hg]Zji=. 
Members of the fLpLlv. 
Head of the family in 1580. 
Sir Edward Caryll of Shipley and later of Hartingt y1oun er 
son of John Caryll. of Warnham Esq. 9 who died March, 569 1 and of Elizabeth2 his wife, d. of Robert Palmer of Parham., (See notes on origins) 
Mentioned in his fathe; 's will. 48. 
Sometime of Shipley. 
49.1573, 
plaintiff in fine for ma nor 
of Bentons56n Shipley and tenements in Shipley and West 
Grinstead. 
Date? Settled his lands in Washington, West Grinstead and 
Shipley on his eldest son, Thomas, and established himself 
at Harting where he bought property from the heirs of 51. Francis Fortescue7 and where he passed his last years 
1590 and 1592, plaintiff in fine for manor of West Hartjýj, 
Edmund Fortescue Esq-7 and Isabel his wife, deforciants. 
This was originally part of the Ford property in Harting. 
(See notes on Ford and Fortescue familie% The Carylls 
resided at Ladyholt Park in West Har3bing. * 
Feb. - Dec., 1571, Sheriff of Sussex. 
54. 
15762 one are2 servant to Edward Caryll, examined for 
papistryq5ý* 
26 Oct, 1577, entered on diocesan recusancy return sent by 
the bishop of Chichester to the Privy Council as absenting 
himself from church. H'56property valued at 400 marks in 
lands and : ClOO in goods. * 
48o P-C-c- 34 Stonard. 
49. S. A. C., xlj 126; iviii, 155; 
50. S. R. S., xix, 33 * 51' Trenqua leon, 
. 22-cit-, 
367. 
52. S. R. S., xxj 4800 
ý53- SlWass 113-14. V. C. H. Sgs ex, 54. See'Appendix 4. 
ý55- S. A. C., iiit9o. 
56. C. R. S., xxii, 80-11. 
C. R. S., xxiis 80-11, etc. 
lv, 1. IZ. 
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Undt. but appary. 15802 mentioned in a letter from the 
bishop of Chichester to the Privy Council, 1111r. 
Edward Carell came to prayers here in -my house amonge dyvers but whether he com to his parrishe churche ornO I knowe not yf it please yo to send for him to 57. 
15 usenquyer 
the certentye thereof I think it well. " Aug tq 1580, in recusancy return from the rural deanery 
of Storrington, parish of Shipleyq I'mr. Edward 
Carrell esquier and his wief do absent themselve$ 
from divine service and have not receyved the colon-ot For the l7th August, entries to the same effect for 
Robert Hamptong his servantq and RichaRg 
0 
Stratford, 
his servantq "thought a scholemastertle 
15809 bishop of Chichester wrote to the minister of the 
parish of Shipley and to the Constableg tithingman 
or headborough of the same parish, demanding that 
they should send to him at his residence at 
Aldingbourne, Mr Edward Carýjl, Robert Hampton and Richard Stratfoulde (sic). 
8th Jan-11581) the said minister replied describing how he and the constable of the parish received the bishop's 
letter on 4th Jan., and how they went to Bentons 
Place and searched for Robert Hampton and Richard 
Stratfoud (sic) but could not find them, or on the 
7th Jan., and how7 on enquiryq they were told 
11theay have not 414elled thear this quarter. of this 
year and mor". 00- 
10839 mentioned by Philip Howard, Earl of Arundelq as having 
been present at the last meeting between him and 
Charles Arundel before the latterts flight and that 
of Lord Pageýj. collaborators in the Throgmorton 
conspiracy. 
15832 Edward Caryll and his servaný2. John Michellý with 
others, examined about this-120 
57. W. S. C. R. O. D. R. O., 90/1/37 f. 29. 
58. Ibid,., f. ý6. See also f. 3L 59. ' Ibid., f. 20. 
60. Ibid., f. 10. 
61. C. R. S., xxi, 46. 
62. S. A. C., xxxviiij 114. 
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24 June, 1585) entry in Walsingham's notes concerning the 
proceedings against Philip, Earl of Arundel. "Ther 
may be also had in consideration what shall'be done 
with the Earl of Arundells servants committed abroad 
to divers persons". 639 
(The name "Carrell" in the margin. ) 
1585, J. P. Sigsex, but apparently put in the Tower that 
year. 40 
-1587, in certificate concerning the Sussex J-Pts) described 
as dropped from the Commissicn because he was "an 
active wysman, my lord6ýý Arondell his stward and 
doer in thys contre" 9 1588, assessed at : F. 100 for the Armada Loan, highest rate 
with 14 othe 997. including his nephew, John Caryll 
of Warnham. 
1589-fO, in the statements of accounts for the Earl of Arundel's 
estates, Edward Caryll was named as the official 67- 
receiver for these estates for Sussex and Surrey. ' 
Was perhaps one of the 5 lessees and trustees named 
in the will of Philip, Earl of Arundell June-July6,. 
1588, to administer his property after his death. (Note: - 1584, he had also been trustee ; or certain 
property belonging to the Gage family. 090 
Jan., 1591, restored to the Commission of the Peace. He 
remained a J. P. until the end of the reign at lea 
From 1594 at least2 he was always of the Quorum. 
11 May$ 16032 knighted. 71* 
72, 
12 Jan., 16og,, ied, ageý 72. Bur. l3th Jan., at Harting. M. I. 
Will. 
Jej. 
p. y 4* 
63. C. R. S 1,130-11. 
64. P. R. 0 ssizes, 35, S. E. Circuit, Sussex, 27. "In Turr. 11 .: 
'Axsxs 
added beside his namee 65. - S. A. C., 117 60. 
66, Z-A-C-i 12 36o 
67. C. R. xxi, 312 et seak. 
68' C. R. S*, j xxi, 368-19, but cf. 380. 69 S. A. C: 1 lviii2 1550 70: P. R. 0 Assizess 351 S. E. Circuit, Sussex, 33-44. and P. R. O. 
C. 66/1421,1435t 1468,1482,1493,1523) 1549 & 1594o 
7i. Shaw, 11,107* 
72* B. & C. 359. 
73' Pr. 1616. P. C. C. 55 Wingfield. 
74: 20 Aug., 1610. P. R. O. C- 142/315/179* 
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Wives. 75- 
Md. three times: - 
1) Johan Warnecombe, named in father-in-law's will, 1566, 
then dead. 
2) Philippa, d. of James Gage of Bentley in Framfield. 
3) Elizabeth, d. of Edward Wotton of London, relict of John 
Morley of Halmaker. 
1. Children 
76. 
By his first-wife: - None. 
Bv his second wife: - 
Thomas later Sir Thomas Caryll of Bentons in Shipley. 
Aged 36 at fatherts death in 1609. His father 
settled on him lands in Shipley, Washington and 
West Grinýteadj when he himself settled in 
Harting. t . July, 1592, cited for examination 
as an active Papist. Kept a chaýin who, in 
16142 was Henry More, a Jesuit. 79* 
June, 1601 - end of reign at least2 J. P. Sussex. 80. 
11 May, 1603, knighted on same day as his father. 
30 Jan. 9,16179 died S. P. ma le. B,; ir. in 
Shipley 
chancel. (ý M. I. at Shipley2 I. P. M. " He had 
succeeded his half brother, Sir Richard Cary112 
as owner of West Harting manor but survived him 
by only a few months. Under a provision of Sir 
Richard's will and in default of surviving male 
issue of Sir Thomas Caryll, this property passed 
to Sir John Caryll of Warnham. (q*v. ) 
00 
Edward D. S. p., and probably in infancy. ur.. * 
Philippa 
Elizabeth Bap. at Warnham, 31 Mehl 1568.83. 
Mary Became a nun, mentioned in ýrother Richard's will. 
Ann'' In brother Richard's will. 8-o 
Ciceley Bap. at Warnham, 4 Jan, 1572. 
75. 
76* 
77. 
78. 
79' 
80: 
81. 
B. & C., loc-cit- 
Ibid. Where B. & C. differ from Trenqualeon 373 et seqq, 
the former have been followed. 
V. supral note 49. ZO Trengualeon, on-cit., 368. 
P. R. O.. Assizes, 35. S. E. Circuit, 
Shaw 11 107. 
P. R. 6- Ci42/372/155. For M. I. see 
222. 
Sussex, 43 & 44- 
S. A. G. 2xxJJ212 and lxxi: 
Lp 
/references contd. 
-I 
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f, 
By his third wife: - 
Richard later Sir Richard Caryll, Succeeded to manor of 
West Harting which he bequeathed to his elder 
brother, Sir Thomas Caryll and in default of 
surviving m4ý. issue of his, to Sir John Caryll 
of 11arnham. u 
Knighted 26 May 1615.86* d. s. p. Sept., 1616, 
aged 26, and bur. at West Harting, 16 Sept. 
M. I. Will pr. at Chichester. 
Education. 
Untyersities. Inns of Court 
Father Adm-Inner Teýe2 
Nov., 1556. 
Sons. Thomas2 Oriel Coll Oxf. 
Matgý? - 8 June, 15ýbj aged 150 
Richard. Trinity Coll., Oxf. Richard7 adm. ner 
Matric. 25 Oct., 16056. g5ed Temple, 1605. 
15. B. A., 11 May, 160 0 
82. See also Trenqualeon OP-cit- 373 et seqq. 
83- ibido 
84. Ibid. 
85. See also Trenqualeon on-cit., 398. 
86. Shawq 11,155. 
87'. Inner Temple Admissions7 28. 
88. Al. 02S, il 24-2. 
89. ibid. 
go. Inner Temple Admissions, 170. 
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Marriages of children: 
21- 
Of the second marriage: - 
'Thomas md. 
twice: - (a) Mary, d. of Sir John Tuftonj 
lait. and bart-2 (b) Mar§ret. Will dt. 18 June, 
1652, pr. 5 Sept., 1653- 
Edward 
Philippa md. Thomas Shirley of West Grinstead. 
Elizabeth 
Mary unmd. 
Ann md. at Harting, 13 Nov. 15972 1-jilliam, Ford Esq., 
later ýnted. 
Ciceley md. Sir John Morley of Halfnaked2 knt. 
Of the third marriage: - 
Richard md. Margery, only d. of John Freelondq lord of 
manor of Greatham, Hants. She bur. at West 
Hartin May, 1632. M. I. Will pr. 28 May2 
1632.95'- 
Subsidy assessments. 
(For 2'Elizabet. 11 see John Caryll Esq., of Warnham, Edward 
Caryll's father. 3 
,,, 
(As df Warnham, Hundred of Shinglecross, Bramber Rape) 94* 
. 14 Elizabeth Edward Caryll Esq. , in lands f-30 * 
91. B-'& C-ý 359- Where these differ from Trenqualeon OP-cit- 
373 et seqq., the former have been followed. 
92 P. C. C. 286 Brent. 
93' P. C. C. 49 Ardley. 
94: P. R. O. 9 E. 179/190/283- 
46P 
CASIE: (or Cassey7 Cassy etc. ) 
Origins. 
The Casies were newcomers to Sussex brought there by 
their marriage into the family of Bowyer of North Mundham. 
! Their connection with the county was of short duration. 
Whether armigerous.. 
Not mintioned as armigerous in any version of the 1570 
Visitation. * 
Memberp of the L=ay. 
Head of the family in 1580. 
Robert Casie of Runcton (or Roughton)q Sussexq gent-jonly 
son and h. of George Casip, citizen and grocer of London 
who died 20 August, 1568, "and of Jane, d. of Thomas Bowyer 
of Londong citizen and g! ocer, who died 13 Sept., 1558 and 
r6f WiIliajntBbWdr of Petworth. 3 George Casie was was ý, ýon. Janets fir'st'husband; =-his father-in-law appointed him 
o. verseer to his will. 
5- 
(For his legal cateer2 see 'Education'. ) 
1584 Succeeded his mother and was sole executor of he 
will which was dt. 8 August, 1584 and pr. 1 Nov. 1584.9- 
, June, 1601, and 1602, J. P. Sussex. 
7o 
Date of death unknown,, Apparently no will or IoPoM. 
Wifeo 
8o Apparently unmarriedo D. s. po 
1 
2. 
. 3. 
. 4. 
89, 
But see Harl. Soc. -Pubrts. 
liii, 70, where Robert Casie is 
mentioned as "the lawyer". 
M. I. -at North Mundham. S. A. C., xxiii, 169. 
P. C. C. Admon. 2 
9 Dec., " 1568. 
See notes on the Bowyer family of North Mundham. 
B. & C. 2 134; Harl-Soc. Pubgs,, liii, 70; 
B. M. Harl MSSI 
1084, f. 50 and 1076, f. 132. See also S. A. C. xxiii, 169; 
xlii, 24-5; lxxiv, 202. 
P. C. C. 51 Noodes. 
'Co 40 Watson. P. CO 
P 'R. O. Assizes-35, S. Eo Circuit2 Sussex, 43 & 44- 
BoMo Harl MS. 10847 f*507 and 1076o fo 132; Harl SoC. 
Pubns-liii, 70. 
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Edugation. 
ILniversities,. Inns of gour t 
Robert Casie7 late of 
Clifford's Inn7 gent. 7 s. h. of George Casie of 
Roughton, Sussex7 adm. 
Middle Temple7 9 Nov., 
9ý580. Called, 7 Feb. 1589. 
Subsidv assessments: - 
Middle Temple Admissions, Parliament ij 42; Minutes of- 
of, the Middle TemDlel J., 304. 
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,, LNURCHER * 
Origins. 
The Churchers appear'to have been newcomers to Sussex 
in the latter half of the sixteenth century. Thomas Churcher 
who was a J. P. of Sussex in 1600,1601 and 1602, and M. P. for Midhurst in 1584,1586ý 1588 and 1593, (1) and is described in his will (2) as "of Slinfold, gent. 111 was the 
son of one, Thomas Churcher of Guildford, Surrey, and perhaps 
also'of Chiddingly, Sussex and plaintiff in fine for that 
manor in 1573-0) 
Little evidence seems to be available about the elder Thomas Churcher. It may be he who appears in a deed relating 
to the appointment of one of that name as Mock Magistrate in 
Guildford in 30 Henry VIII; (4) he may also have been the 
plaintiff in fine for certain lands in Stoke-next-Guildford and in Shalford in 1 Maryj(5) and in 1557 plaintiff for lands in 
West Horsley, Surrey. (6) Whether, after acquiring the manor 
of Chiddingly from John Jefferay Esq. in 1573, he ever resided 
there, is uncertain. Nor is it clear whether it was to him or 
to his son of the same name that a patent of arms was granted 
on 10 October, 1570 by Robert Cooke2 Clarencieux King of Arms, 
since the recipient is described simply as "Thomas Churcher of 
Chittingly, Sussex, gent-11 (7) Even the date of Thomas 
Churcher senior's death is uncertain as the only will whic. h 
seems to correspond with his probable dates is not certainly 
his. It is entered in the Calendar of wills of the Arch- 
deaconry of Surrey prior to 1595, as that of "Thomas Chroucher; 
Par. West Horslye'; pr- 7 Mch., 1581.11 (8) 
1. P. R. O., Assizes, 35, S. E. Circuit, Sussex, 42-44; 
Official returns. 
2. P. C. C., 14 Weldon. 
3' Comber2 (Horsham), 60; S. R. S. 9 xix, 98. 4: 0. Manning & W. Bray: History & Antiguities of the county 
of Surrey (1804-14), 31-2. 
"Eurrey Fines's (Sy. Rec. Soc. 
---Pubna, nos. x1v and 
xlvij 
-no-743). 6. ibid, no. 902, 
7. B M., _ Harl. MS, 15622 f. 156b; and, -Grantees of Arms ... to 
týe eDd-- of - the 17th 
- 
centlLryal; (Harl Sd-d. Pubns, 1915), 57. 
8. Er-chdeaconry of Surr-ey Wills, Somerset House. 
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The identity of Thomas Churcher senior's wife is also 
a matter of speculation. Neither Comber, nor Berry and 
Comberj(9) gives any information on the point. Two alternative 
suggestions might be made. One is that she was Anne, sister 
of Richard Leech of Fletching, Sussex, since in his will proved 
in 1595ý(10) this Richard refers to oneq Thomas Churcher, as 
his brother-in-law though there is no trace of either of 
Richard's brothers or of his other sister having been 
connected with the Churchers. (11) The main objection to 
this suggestion is that the said Anne is named in another 
brother, John Leech's will$ dated 13 Augustt 1574 (12) as 
unmarried7 so that any marriage between her and Thomas 
Churcher, senior, would have had to take place between that 
date and 1581, assuming that the will proved at that date was 
this Thomas Churcher's. In such a case2 she would have been 
a second or third wife, since the younger Thomas Churcher is 
known to have been born in about 1542. (13) In the circumstances 
it seems more likely that she was the first, and hitherto 
unidentified wife of the younger Thomas Churcher of Slinfold. 
Another suggestion is that Thomas Churcher senior's 
wife was one of the daughters of Joan, widow of Thomas 
Culpepper of Crawley, Sussex, Esq., and previously of John 
Fenner of Crawley7 since, -in 
her will, undated but estimated 
as having been made in about 1540, she mentioned her 
daughter2 "Churcher". (14). 
One authority mentions the Churchers as a "family of 
note connected with Chiddingly", and says, though no proof 
is given of this, that Thomas Churcher was resident there in 
1570 and left issue, Henry ahd Thomas, founders of the two 
branches of the family at Guildford and Slinfold. It mentions 
th 
'e 
grant of arms of 1570 to one, Th6mas Churcher but does 
not say whether this was the father or the son-B)o 
9, Comber, log. cit. 2 B. & C., 48. 10 P. C. C., 89 Drake. 
ii. See notes on 'Leech' family. 
12. P. C. C., 9 Pyckering. 
13- V. infrae 
14. S. A. C. 7 xg 155n. ; and =ii, 135. 15. S. A. C., xivt 233. 
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Whether armigerouso 
Received a grant of arms in 1570- (v. supra. ) 
Mentioned in. 1634 Visitation of Sussex. (16). 
Head of the family in 1580. 
Thomas Churcher of Guildford and of Chiddingly, Sussex. (17) 
Parent. 1 unknown. 
Possibly the individual mentioned in a deed concerning the 
appointment of a Mock Magistrate in Guildford in 30 Henry VIII; 
also mentioned as a plaintiff in fine for lands in Stoke-next- 
Guildford and in Shalford, Surrey in 1 Mary; and as plaintiff 
in fine for lands in West Horsley, Surrey in 1557. (v. supra) 
1570 Probably the Thomas Churcher who was granted a coat of 
arms by Robert Cooke, Clarencieux King of Arms. (v. supraj 
1573 With John Michell was plaintiff in fine, John Jefferay 
being the deforciant, for the manor of Chiddingly in 
West Hoathly, which manor was quitclqimed to the 
plaidtiffs and heirs of Thomas Churcher. (18) 
March, 1581$ Will proved. (v. supra) 
Wife. -, -or 
wives., Identity uncertain. 
16, H. C. MS) C. 27. 
17. It is assumed, in the absence of 
contrary7 that Thomas Churcher, 
& Chiddingly was living in 1580 
will which was proved in March, 
evidence, to the 
senior, of Guildford 
and that it was his 
1581. 
1840 S*R*Sel xixl 98. 
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(Churcher continued. ) 
(19. ) 
Children. 
Thomas Later2 of Slinfold2 gent. Born c. 1542. (20) 
M. P. Midhurstj 1584,15862 1588, and 1593- (21) J. P. Sussex, 1600,1601, and 1602. (22) 1587, plaintiff in fine for manor of Stedham, Sussex; 
It 15907 Woolbeding2 
Sussex. 23) 
1613/4 
W 
Thomas Churcher Esq. ) plaintiff in fine 
for manor of Endelwykes, Sussex. (24) 
T. R. James I, and before his death in Nov., 1616, 
he acquired the estate of ', Hill" or "Hillands" in 
Slinfold. The estate2 a little to the north of 
thevillage of Slinfold, had been the property of the Hussey family Sir Henry Hussey dying seized 
of it in 1557. (2ý) Although Thomas, Churcher the 
younger was the first of his family to possess it, 
"the family appears to have been connected with 
this part of the country before the acquisition of 
Hill, for a Thomas Churcher was one of the two (26) 
Parliamentary representatives from 1584 till 159311 
28 Nov., 16162 died at Slinfold without issue. 
Buried there, 2 Dec. (27) Will dt. 6 Dec., 1614, 
codicils 23 and 24 Aug., 16163 pr- 7 Feb., 1617. (28) 
I. P. 14.2 8 Sept., 1619. (29) 
Pqter Later the Rev. Peter Churcher. Named in the 2nd 
codicil to his elder brotherts will) 24 August, 
1616) as deceased. 
James Named in nephew James' will, 1622. (30) 
John Died V. P. Buried at Warnham, 26 Nov., 1577 
Henry Of Guildford. (31). 
19. B. & C., 48. 
20. His will, dt. 6 Dec. 116141 was made in his 73rd year. 21. Q= glal returns. 
22. P. R. O., Assizes 35, S. E. Circuit, Sussex, 42-44- 
23. S. R. S. 2 xx, 416 & 503. 24. S. R. S., xix, 153. 
25. S. A. C., xl, 51 et seqq. 
26. rb-id. 9 55. Cf. Elwes 206, who states that 
the Churchers 
iied this property from the Husseys in the early 16th 
century. This is inaccurate. /references continued 
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(Churcher continued. ) 
Education 
Universitieg 
Father 
Sons 
Marriages of children. 
Inns of Court 
Thomas, adm. Inner 
Temple,, Nov., 1574. 
Practised as an (32ý 
Attorney at Guildford. t 
Thomas May have md. twice. No issue. (33) (a)? Mary, 
d-of Richard Coldham of Midhurst whose will was 
pr., 1593- In this will, Mr. Thomas Churcher of 
Slinfold was made an executor, and Mary, d. of 
the testator is mentioned as the wife of Thomas 
Kercher. In 1590, Thomas Churcher and William 
Coldham were plaintiffs in fine for the manor 
of Woolbeding, (34) But perhaps Anne, sister 
of Richard Leech, was Thomas Churcher's first 
wife, (v. supra). (b) Patience, d, of -, who 
had married first, Robert Saye of Icklesham, and 
secondly, James Ede of Warnham, gent-I who was (35) 
buried there 20 Feb., 1591 Will pr. 22-Mch. 9 1591. She was buried at Warnham, 14 Dec., 1635. Will 
pr. 17 Dec. , 1635- (36). 
27. B. & C., loc. cit. 
28. P. C. C., 14 Weldon. 
29. P. R. O. C- 14-2/375/57- 
30. P. C. C. 31 Savile. 
31. S*A. C. , %. Yivq 2 33 - Cf - Berry, 48, as 11 Thomas" 32. Inner Temple AdmisslMs, 77- 
33. Bo& Cog 48. See this also for the marriages of his 
brothers. 
34. S. R. S xxi 503. 
35. F. C. C: 720 Sainberbe. 
36. P. C. C. 131 Sadler; B. & C. loc. cit. 
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(Churcher continued. ) 
Peter md. Julian -- Nqmed in brother-in-law2 Thomas 
Churcher's will, 1614, then remarried to - Knepp. 
Peter and Julian had issue. 
James 
John 
Henry (Thomasl)md. Johan, named in son Jamest will, 1622. (37) 
'Issue, including George7 executor and chief 
beneficiary of his uncle$ Thomas Churcher's 
will. He inherited the Slinfold property. (38) 
, 5ubsldv assegsigents,. 
Apparently the only relevant entry was: - 
(As of Billin shurst Tithing, Hundred of West Easewryth, 
Arundel Rape-5 
1-2 Charles I George Churcher, gent., in lands ýC5. (39) 
37* P. C. C. 31 Savile. 
38- B. & C., loc-cit. See also P. C. C. 14 Weldon. Thomas 
Churcher evidently, feared a dispute after his death 
between his nephew, George2 and his widow. 
39- P-R-0-7 E. 179/191/377a. 
AID 
Zf 
COLBRAND 
Or iiztrts - 
The Colbrands were aibmily of fairly long standing in 
East Sussex by the mid dixteenth century* They came originallv 
from Laughton, also the seat of the Pelhams, but subsequently 
resided at Boreham, in Wartling, Foxearle Hundred, Hastings 
Rape. (1) Boreham2 or Boreham Street, is described by 
Horsfield as 1_1a small but neat hamlet in the parish" ... 
. 
5of Wartling about eight miles from Battle on the 
Battle road. There, he says, the Colbrands resided from 
the reign of Edward III, and there they built) probably in the 
late sixtdenth or early Seventeenth centuryt the family 
residence which still stood in Horsfieldls time. After 
settling thereq they retained their connection with Laughton, 
where they had held lands since before Henry V's reign, and 
later John CcLIbrand of Boreham married into the important 
family of Pelham of Laughton. (3) The Colbrand arms may still 
be seen in juxtaposition with the Pelham arms in the spandrels 
of the doorway in Laughton Church7 and for generations the 
Pelhams held a manor farm bearing the name of Colbrand. (4) 
It has also been pointed out that "the ancient family of 
Stopham of Stopham and of Colbrand-of Boreham, exhibit arms 
which clearly denote a family relationship. tt (5) 
Berry and Comber trace the family back to John Colbrand, 
the father of "John Colbrand of Boreham, 46 Ed. III". From 
him descended in a direct line Thomas Colbrand of Boreham, 
who died 2 August, 1552, and who married Alice, daughter of 
John Michell of Cuckfield. (6) 
Whether armigerous. 
This family had apparently long been armigerous but 
despite a reference to their appearance in the 1570. Visitation, 
their name is not found in any version consulted. (7) They 
are found in the College of Arms version of the Visitation of 
1634. (8). 
S. A. g. 2 xxiv2 256ne 2; Horsfield, 1 547 
3- gaý, G., vi, 
68- B: & C. 2 183- S, A*C. t 12-c-cii.; and 111,222. 40 5. S*A-C92 vit 87- 
6. B. & C., loc. cit. 
7' S-Aoc*2 V-12 70 
8: H. C. MS2 C. -27- 
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(Colbf and continued. ) 
Members of the family. 
Headof the f amily in 1580. 
Rames Colbrand of Chichester Esq. (9) on3y son of Thomas Colbrand of Boreham, who died 2 August, 15522(10) and of Alice2 d. of John Michell of Cuckfield. 
Aged 8 years old and more at his father's death. (11) , 1584 
1571 and 15729 M. P. for Ludgarshall; 1597 M-P- for ApPlebyj / 
and. 1586 disputed one of the borough seats for Chichester and "iezied the result of the 1586 election in the Star Chamber 
(12). 1585, captain of the trained bands of the City of 
Chichester but a dispute arose over his tenure of this 
office and in 1587 he was displaced (13 
1591 - 1598, and 1600. J. P. Sussex. (W 1598 - 19, Sheriff of Surrey & Sussex. (15) 21 Oct-7 1600t died. Will pr. 1600. (16) I. P. M., 2 Apr., 
1601 (17J 
Wives. (18) 
1) Martha, d. of Oliver, Lord St. John of Bletso) Beds., 
relict of Richard Cheyney. Perhaps she remd. - Palmer. 
2) Jane Bur. at Subdeanery, 13 June, 1580. 
Children. 
By his f irst w ife: - 
John Only s. and h. Aged 10 at father's death- (19) Cr. a 
baronet, 21 Dec., 1621. Buried, 24 Dec., 1627, at 
Southover. (20) Will pr, 20 Mah., 1628. (21) I. P. M., 
2 June, 1629. (22). 
9. Sometime of Worminghurst2 Bramber Rape, See P. R. O. 2E 1091 190/283 & E- 179/190/297. 
,1F. P. M., P. R. 0; C. 142/101/104. 00 
11. See father's I. P. M. 2 note 10. 12. JZ-!:. Neale: Elizabethan- House of ýommonsj 
13. B. M. Harl MS. 7032 ff-392391624Ob242b247b248 
14, "P. R. O. Assizest 352 S. E. Circuit2 Sussex, 33-ý02 & 42. 
15. See Appendix 4. 
. 
16. P. C'C. 2 77 WallopPo ' P. R. O., c. 142/264/3-10 - 
C- 142/291/24* 170 
18. B40, &,, C.,, loc-cit. 
19. See fatýerls I. P. M.; also P. R. O. 7Wards 
5/43tPts 1&2. 
/references continued. 
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(Colbrand continued. ) 
Education. 
gniversities InnS Of Court 
Father James Colbrand, adm-Iriner Temple, Nov., i5621 as of Pevensey, Sussex. (23) 
Son 
ria-ges of children. (24) 
John md. twice: - (a) Ann, d. of Willson of Ditchling, Sussex. (b) Sarah, d. of Needham in co. Derby. 
She re-md. Humphrey Newton. 
Sabsidy assessments. 
(As of Hundred of Battle7 Hastings Rape) 38 Henry VIII 
William Colbrand in lands 40s. (25) 
(As of Worminghurst2 Hundred of Easwrythý Bramber Rape. ) 
14 Elizabeth James Colbrand2 gent. in lands ; C20. (26) 
18 Elizabeth It of it 11 it ; C20 (27) (As of East Street, Chichester city) 
29 Elizabeth James Colbrand Esq. in lands : C25 (28) 
38 Elizabeth of It 11 11 f-30 (29) 
40 Elizabeth it QO (30) 
41 Elizabeth f- 30 (31) 
(As of Southover, Lewes Rape. ) 
1-2 Charles I, John Colbrand, bart., in lands : C12 (32) 
20' Bo & Co loc. cit. 
21: P. C. C. h Barrington. 
22. P. R. O. 7 C. 142/448/105. 23-' Inner Temple AdMissions, 47. 
24. B&C9 loc. cit. 
25. P: R*Oo; E. 179/190/225* 
26 E. 179/190/283- 
27- E. 179/190/297- 
28. E. 179/258/11. 
29. E. 179/190/333- 
30- E. 179/190/335o 
31 - E. 179/190/336. 32. Eo 179/191/377a. 
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COVERT. 
Origins. 
The Coverts were certainly one of the most prominent and influential of Elizabethan Sussex families. According to, one 
writer, "The glory of the name was at its highest when the 
most illustrious of his race, Sir Walter Covert7 built, in 
abouý 1600 his house at Slaugham, of which only ruins remain to 
attest its former grandeur. The decline and fall of the (1) 
family seems to have coincided with the decay of the mansion. " 
The writer of this article points out that it was not 
until the later 16th century that the Coverts became a 
"Cuckfield family", though they had flourished in West Sussex 
from timeýhmemorial (2) Mr. Cooper, in his "History of 
Cuckf ield" , (3) says that) while the f amily is traced in the Heralds' Visitations back to "Sir Bartholomew of Chaldon 
(in Surrey) who came to England with the Conqueror"t there 
is no real information about the family until 1230 when one, 
Richard, was established at Broadbridge near Horsham. This 
Richard le Covert was summoned in 1233 to the King's Court 
in the matter of the dower of Isabella? widow of Humfrey de 
Hiden. From then on there are fairly numerous authentic 
references to members of this family. 
Originally, they possessed the manor of Chaidon, Surrey, 
but parted with it in the mid 15th century and acquired 
another manor, that of Hascombe and Danehurst, near Guildford2 
which they held for about 300 years. (4) At an early date, 
a Covert came into possession of the manor of Bradbrigg7 or 
Broadbridge, near Horsham2 and soon afterwards, of Ashington. 
In time, they had humerous properties in Sussex including 
lands at SlinfOld, Washingtong Sullington, Burpham, Itchingfie]d 
and so on, (5) and they intermarried with such well known 
'I) 
Pelhams, Culpeppers, Sussex families as the de Braozes7*. 
Bartellots and Gorings. Slaugha'm was purchased in the late 
15th century and the Coverts flourished at Slaugham Park in 
the reign of Henry VIII. (6) In 1583, Walter Covert 
purchased the fourth part of the manor of Cuckfield from 
Philip Earl of Arundel for f. 500, the Earl bein n straitened 
circumstances owing to heavy recusancy fines. - 
M) 
A further 
portion was acquired in 1615 from Lord Abergavenny, and also 
some land in Balcombe. (8). 
1. S. A. C., x1v , 170 et seqq. 2; Ibid,. g 170. 3- W. v. cooper: H-istory of Cuckfield 
4' S. loc. cit.;, Comber, (Lewes3l 
B? r Ig1tin . 49- 0 
ýtý59j ýýCs. gý. q, *Sussext -, Roro tI 
(Haywards Heathý1912)*/ 
89. (471 et seqq. See als 
viit 
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(Covert continued. ) 
It was said of the 16th century Coverts that they had 
manors stretching without interruption from Southwark in 
Surrey to the sea, 9- meaning the south coast, and though this 
was undoubtedly a popular exaggeration, they did indeed hold 
lands scattered between Crawley on the borders the two 
counties and Hangleton, near the sea in Sussex. 
Whether armigerous. 
Not mentioned in any version of the 11ýO Visitation of 
Sussex. Mentioned in the 1634 Visitationel 
Members of the family. 
Head of the family in-1580. 
Sir Walter Covert of Slaugham, 2nd son and heir of Richard 
Covert of Slaugham, Esq. f who was J. P. ) Sussex, 1559-1564 12- also Sheriff of Surrey and Sussex, 1564- and 1566-1579, s5ý3- 
and was described in the bishop of Chichester's letter of 
1564 about the J. P's of his diocese as a I'myslyker of 
religip and godly proceedings"114. and who died 10 Sept., 
1579; 1ý-also of Anne, his first wife2'd rd coheiressd 
of Sir Walter Henley of Corshorne, Kent: l 
1569 onwards, DePuty Lieutenant for Sussex. 170 
1581, M. P. Sussex (bye-election); 1584 Ne%rport; 15862Sussex; 
1593, Petersfield; 1614 and 1628, Sussex. J-uo 
7 Cooper, op. cit. 71 and 73* 
8 S-A-C-i xlvii2 136. 
9: Horsfield, loc. cit. 
10. Ibid. 9 note 1. 11. H. C. HSI C. 27. 
12. P. R. O. Assizes, 35, S. E. Circuit2 Sussex, 1-6, and 8 22 
13- See Appendix 4. , 
14. Bishops"letters, 1564 (Camden Misc-9 ixqlO-) 
15. B. &C-118; P. C. C. 14 Arundel; P*R. 0 C. 142/191/70-o 
16. B. &C. ) loc. cit.; (M. I. at Slaugham: 
3 
17. See Appendix 2* 
18. See 4ppendix 3; also 14. Matthews: Personnel of the 
Parliament, 1284-ý-&. (M. A. thesis, Univo of London), )4. 
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(Covert continued. ) 
1583 - 14, and 1592-13 , Sheriff of Surrey and Sussex. (19) 1581 - 139 1585 -1 92,1594 - 1602, J. P. Sussex; (20) frequently of the Quorum. 
1587, desdribed in certificate concerning the J. Pts of. Sussex as "very well thought of for executing Z-his.: / office 
of peace". (21) 
C. 1585, Commissioner for disarming the recusants (22) 
1591, knighted. (23) 
27 Jan., 1631, died. (24) Will and I. P. M. (25) 
His wives. (26. ) 
1) Timothy, d. of John Lennard of Chevening and Knowle, Kent. 
Buried at Slaugham2 10 June, 1610. 
2) Jane d. of Sir John Shurley of Isfield. Executrix to 
Sir ? Ialter Covert in 1632. She married secondly, John 
Freakeg and thirdly2 Denzil, Lord Holles. Died April, 
1666 at Paris. 
Children. 
None * 
. Education. Uniyersities,. 
_ 
Inns-of COurt 
Walter COvert, adm. 
Gray' s Inn, 1567. (27) 
19. See Appendix 4. 
20. P. R. O. Assizes, 35, S. E. Circuit, Sussex, 23-25,27-34, 
36-44. 
21. S. A. Cj 11,59., 
22. B-M,., Hprl. MS, 474. f,, 90b.. 
23. Sh'awl iil' 
24. B. &' C., lo;. r,. it.,, H. R. Mosse: Monumental Effigiesof 
11 Sussefl, 107. 
25. TC. C. 12 Audley P. R. O., C. 142/490/187- 
26. B. &C., loc. cii. 
27- Gray's Inn Admisgsions3 37- 
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Subsidv assessments. 
(As of Slaugham, Hundred of Buttinghill, Lewes Rape). 
38 Henry VIII - Covert, seia. in lands ; ClOO (28) 
2 Elizabeth Richard Covert Esq. in lands : ClOO (29) 
(Commissioner) 
Elizabeth Richard Covert Esq. ; C100 (30) 
(Commissioner) 
14 Elizabeth Richard Covert Esq. 100 marks. (31) 
18 Elizabeth Richard Covert Esq. f-60. (32) 
1-2 Charles I Sir Walter Covert, knt. in lands f-50. (33) 
28., P. R. O. 9 E. 179/190/225. 29 0 E. 179/190/267. 30 0 
E 179/190/274. 
31 E 179/190/283. 
32 E 179/190/299. 
33: 11 E. 179/191/377a. 
11 
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COVIPER, (or Cooper) 
Originse 
tCowpert was a common name in Sussex in the sixteenth 
century, týe best-known family perhaps being the Cowpers of 
Slinfold. -L11 
The John Cowper who was a J. P. of Sussex in 1585 and 1586 
seems most likely to have been of the South Harting family; 
the fact that the residence of the South Harting Cowpers was 
partly outside the county boundary may account for the remark 
about 111ir Cooper" in the 1587 report concerning the Sussex 
J. Pts 2# 
Information about the family is meagre. The earliest 
member of whom there is any certain knowledge was John Cgpert 
or Cooper, of Harting whose will was dated 16 May, 1495. 
He had lands in the counties both of Sussex and Southampton 
and left two sonst John and Richard. According to one 
genealogist Richard, the younger, was the ancestor of the 
Cowpers of 
hulett in Somerset, while John, the elder$ died 
without issue. 'ý"- However, it appears that this elder son, 
ho died on 20 Decembert John, was the John Cowper of Dicham w 
1550, and whose wi; 1 diows that he married twice and had 
numerous children..? * Of these, it seems that his second son 
by his sg? ond wife, also John7 succeeded to the Dicham 
estate* 
Dicham is a hamlet partly in South Harting parish and Accordingb partly in the parish of Buriton, Hampshire. 
Horsfield, it was held by the-Cowpers from the reign of 
Edward VI until 1762, and the arms of this family are found 7* 
on certain monumental inscriptions in South Harting church. 
Whether a rmiRerouse 
John . Cowper of Dichamt Hampsýjre (sic)t was mentioned 
in the 1634 Visitation of Sussex. 
1. B. & C., 145. See also 377. 
2. S. A. C., 11,60. B &C., 276. 276; Elwes, Froved 29 Oct*7 i495. P. C. C. 29 Vox; B. & Col 3o 
115n. 
5n; B. Burke% Peergge Barone&aýe: ý& 4. Elwes 11 G' age 
(19073,1510- 
5. B. & C., lOc-cit Will P. C. C. 1 Bucke; I-PoM., P. R. O., 
C. 142/197/103- -- 6* B. &C*j loc-Cit- but Anthony, his eldest son by his first 
marriag; ":; as heir to his father according to the latter's 
Jopeme I- P.. R., O. t " 142/97/103- 
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(Cowper continued. ) 
Members of the familV. 
-----Th 
Head of the family in 3-5801. 
John Cowper, gent, of Dicham in the parishes of Buriton, Hants, and of Harting, Sussex, second son by his-2nd 
marrige, of John Cowper .7 
. _, 
if Dicham who died on the 20 Dec 1550, -and of Margaret 0 
Mentioned in father's will 0 
3-1 
12 Selt., 1586, died. - Will dt. 5 Sept., pr. 18 Nov., 1566.13. 
I. P. R. 19 Jan., 15879 
Probably not the M. P. for Steyning$ 1572, who appe4-L; s to 
have been one of the Cowpers of Paulett, Somerset*-L'** 
1) Margaret, d. of Humphrey Leigh of Leigh2 nr. Tunbridge, 
Kent. 
2) Mary executrix to her husband. 
Children. 
16. 
John Later John Cowper of Dicham and of Chichester, Esq.; 
aged over 30 in father's I. P. M. Executor to his 
father. J. P., Sussex2 1585; sometime of the 
Quorum. 17* Mentioned in the report concerning the 
J. P's of Sussex in 1587 ap I'Mr Cooper2 a lawyer" 
who had been dropped from tbe commission because 
he did not live in Sussex lb-15882 perhaps one of 
the two John Cowpers assessed at f35 and QO 
respectively for the Armada Loan. - Sepý,., 1594, 
Constable of the Hundred of West Harting. 
........................ ...... 
-7. Horsfield 11,88. 8. H. C., MS. C. 27. 
9. See note 
10. B. & P., loc-cit. 
11. P. C C.:, 1-Bucke. 
12. P-C: C 1 59 Windsor. 13. P*RpOog Co 142/214/170- 
14. H. Matthews; Perso. ý_nel of the Parli 
- 
ament of ýUniv. 
thesis I )Sect, 111,52. C loc-cit. 15. B. 01 16. Ibid. 
17- P. ý, Oýj Assizes 35, SeEsCircuit, Sussex, 2ý-, B. M Lansd. 
MS,,, 37, f- l5h. He Was apparently a Jo 9 in 
ýIs 
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(Cowper continued. ) 
1 James) settled lands, including Dicham. 21n 
his son, 
John, on tail male, but the latter d. v. p. a 
Will dt. 26 
2Rct', pr. 4 Nov., 1620.2 then of Chichester. e 23- 
Died, 28 Oct., 1620. I. P. M. at Winchester, 10 Jan. 1621- 
4 daughters. Christian names unknown. 
names of their husbands. 
Education. 
Father 
Son 
Mniversities. 
Known only by the 
Inns of ColEt. 
Perhaps the John 
Cowper of co. --. 
Southampton, adm. 
Lincoln s 24T, 
11 
May, 157i. 
25. MarriaRes of children. 
John md. twice, (a) Janeq d. of James Unwin, younger son 
of Robert Unwin of Horton, 11ilts. 9 Esq. Issue 
(of 
whom the eldest son, John, was perhaps he who was 
adm. to the Inner Temple, Nov., 1594)26.; (b) 
Elizabeth, d. and coheiress of Robert Paimer2 2nd 
brother of Sir Thomas Palmer of Parham) Sussex2 Rnt. 
Issue. 
reference continued 
father' IsI lifetime, 
.. though his father was never on the 
Commission. 
18. s. A. c., 11,60; B. M., Lansd. MS$ 1211f. 65. 
19. S. A. C., 434 & 35 
20. W. B. C. R. 0j, Q. R. W: 111/65 
21. S. R. S "Ixv, 651no-302. 22. P. C. C., 107 Soame. 
23- P. R. O., C. 142/181/153. 
24. Lincoln's Inn Ad issions, j 1,78. 25. B. .&C., -logeciti, ---- 26. Inner TemDle. Admissions, 141. 
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(Cowper continued. ) 
Of the 4 daughters: - 
1. md. John Newman. Issue. 
2. md. Richard Goodriche. Issue. 
3- md. Robert Storke. Issue. 
4. md. John Cooke. Issue. 
gubsidy assessments. 
(As of Westhartyng, Hundred-of Domford, Chichester. Rýt? *). 
38 Henry VIII John Cooper of Dycham in goods : C7O 2 14 Elizabeth it 11 it 11 in lands f-12. 
(Sessor for the Hundred. ) 
(As of South Street, Chichester city. ) 29. 
38 Elizab9th John Cooper, gent. in lands : C2O. 
40 Elizabeth John Cooper, gent. It It : C20.30 
Elizabeth (Named as-Higý Collector for 
Chichester city, but., entries for South Street 
mainly illegible. ) -1-L'* 
27- P. R. O. 7 E. 179/190/225. 28. P. R. O. ) E. 179/190/283. 29. P. R. O. 7 E. 179/190/333. 30. PR0 1 E. 179/190/335* 31- : P: R: O I E. 179/190/336. 
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CULPEPPER. (or Colepepper etc. ) 
Or iiz in s, 
Apparently no entirely satisfactory explanation of the 
derivation of this family's name has yet been found. Since 
the first member of the family of whom any reference has 
survived is Thomas de Colepeper, "Recognitor Magnae Assisae, 
temp. Regis Johannis", it has been suggested that the name 
bore either a local significance, being derived possibly from 
Gollesberghe in Sandwich, Kent, or Goldspur or Culspore2 a 
Hundred in the Rape of Hastings; or, alternatively, the name 
might refer to an occupation or calling, Colepepper meaning 
perhaps tfalse pepperert, or 'sham grocerI7 i. e. one who 
traded outside the fraternity of pepperers2 or possibly 
tblack peppert, or perhaps it indicated some industry in 
which the culling or picking of pepper played the principal 
part. le 
From the Sit Thomas Culpepper above-mentioned, descended 
various branches of the Culpeppers in Kent and Sussex, for, 
in time the family became very numerous. In the 16th century, 
. 
the two branches of the Culpeppers whichwre principally 
connected with Sussex and which descended from him were the 
Culpeppers of Wigsell md the Culpeppers of Wakehurst. These 
branches were founded by two of three brothers$ sons of * 
Walter Culpepper of Goudhurstj Kent, who died in 14627 and of 
Agnes) his wife. The oldest son who became Sir John 
Culpepper of Bayhall, Kent7 of Hardreshull, Warwick and of 
Bedgbury in Goudhurstj Kent, and who died in 14807 was the 
'forerunner of the Culpeppers of Bedgbury, Iligsell and 
Hollingbourne. By his wife, Agnes, he had two sons, the 
elder, 70acander, being the progenitor of the senior line of. 
the Culpeppers of Bedgbury in Goudhurst, Kent2 the younger, 
Walter, being the ancestor pf the Wigsell branch, Wigsell 
being in Salehurst, Sussex. 4* This Walter's eldest grandson 
was the John Culpepper of Wigsell who succeeded his father 
in 
1559 and who died in 1612 at the age of 82. He was f or many 
years a J. P. in Elizabeth's reign. 
............... 
1. S., A. C., xivii247 et seqq. 
29 The fee of Wigsell was conveyed by Simon de Echingham 
and Alice, his wife2 in 1348 to Sir John Culpepper, son 
of Sir Thomas Culpepper. From him, the property 
descended as has been Partly described, until, in 1624, 
it was sold by Sir John Culpepper of Wigsell to his 
cousin, Cheney Culpepper (V. C. H. Sussex, ix, 221-12; 
S. A. C,. ) xlvii) genealogi; al Mart$ opp. p. 72) 
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I 
The two younger brothers of Sir John Culpepper who died 
in 1480, Richard and Nicholas,. tund a spectacular solution 
to the perennial problems of younger sons. They abducted the 
two heiresses of the Wakehurst family who had been placed in 
the care of their elder brother, Sir John Culpepper, and of 
his wife2 Sir John having solemnly promised when he undertook 
the responsibility to discharge it faithfully "as he was a 
gentleman". 3. The two young ladies were, however, seized 
and carried off to London; but their dowers were less easily 
captured, for their grandmotherg Elizabeth Wakehurst, would 
not surrender the title deeds of their estates which she held 
in safe custody. It was only after much litigation that a 
peaceable settlement was eventually made. Richard Culpepper 
who married Margaret2 daughter of Richard and Agnes Wakehurst 
of Ardingly, died in 1516 without heirs. But Nicholas, who 
married Elizabeth, her sister, had ten sons and eight 4. 
daughters and became ancestor of the Culpeppers of Wakehurst. 
It was his great-great-grandson$ pir'ýEdwdrd-'-gUpeppprirwho, held 
the Wakehurst estates in 1580 as a youth of eighteen years 
old. This branch of the family were as distinguished, as the 
Culpeppers of Wigsell in the public affairs of the county, 
possibly more so. Sir Edward Culpepper of Wakehurst was 
Sheriff of Surrey and Sussex in 1596-177 his grandfather 
having been the same in 1560-11, and both were on the 
Commission of the Peace for some years. 
Whether armigerous. 
Mentioned in the 1570 isitation according to Richard 6. 
Turpeyn, the 1-1indsor Herald . 
ý,, 
Also in the 1634 Visitation. 
(i) Culpe-oper of WiRsell. 
Head of the fam-il-V in 1580, * 
John Culpepper of Wigsell Esq and heir of William 
Culpeýper of Wigsell Esq., J. 
ý'. Ssussex, 1559, who died, 
1559, -and of Ciceley, perhaps d8. of John Barrett of 
Belhowse. in Alvethley, co Essex. 
........... 
3- S. A. C., 1xvii, 59. 
4. S. A. C. 9 loc. cit-9 and x, 152. 5. B. M., AdcT-. -Mst 710659f. 5b. 
6* H. C. MSIC. 27* 
S. A. C. 2 xlvii, chart opp. P-72; P. c. c., 
61 Chayney. 
xivii, 62. 
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J*P., Sussex, 1569 - 1602*9' Frequently of the Quorum. 
1587, in certificate concerning the Sussex J. fo'ý? 
described as a "cold professor of religion'. 
1612, died, aged 82. Buried at Salehurst. 
Apparently no Will or I. P. M. 
Wife. 
Elizabeth 6. fio of William Sedley of Southfleet2 Kent. Died, 161 
Children. 13- 
Thomas Later, of 'Wigsell, Esq-7 Buried at Salehurst, 
1613- 14o 
William 
John Later, of Eastwood in FeckenhamiWorcs. Bur. at 
Hollingbourne, Kent, 1635. 
Alexander Later7 Sir Alexander Culpepper of Greenway 15 * Court, Hollingbourne, Kent. died S. P., 16450 
Ciceley. 
Educatjon, e 
I ..... .. Universities. Inns of Court. Father (As'John, Colepepart of -,. Adm Ijq? r, TemP1e, 
Wigsell, Sussex), 251get. 2 155 1559, B. A., Oxford, 
Sons Thomas, Hart Hall, Thomas, adm. Middle 
Oxford, matric. entry Telplelý5 April, 
und He date, 15799aged 1583* 0 
18. 
Willi Hart Hallq Ifilliam3 adm. Middle 
Oxford, -matric. entry Teýglq., 25 April, 
unde EO ýate, 1579) aged 1583 C-4. * 
17. Evidently called to 
the Bar but date 
unknown 22. 
Alexander adm. Graytz 
Inn, v25 -No j11594 s of Ltaple nn. 2ýý 
P-. R. O-. Assilg! 357 S. E. Circuit, - Sussex, - 11-44. ? 0.3... LX0 4 111 11. S. A. 0 xlvi 1 chart opp. P- 72.12. IbIde- 
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Marrigges of children*24. 
Thomas md. twice-, (a) Anne, d. of Sir Stephen Slaney, 
knt., Lord Mayor of London, 1595. She was bur. 
at Salehurst2 16017 (b) Mary, d. and heiress of 
Roger Beeston, citizen of London and widow of 
Francis Gibbon, gent. Her will pr. 1661. 
William 
John md. three times; (a) Ursula, d. of Thomas 
Woodcock, Alderman of London. She was bur. at 
Feckenham, Worcs;, 1612 (b) Elinor, widow of 
Sir George Bloun of Sohngtonj Worcs., and d. 
of William Norwood Esq. 7 of Leckhampton, Gloucs. She died, 1624. (c) Anne, widow of Hugh 
Goddard) citizen and draper of London. She died, 
1646* 
Alexander md. Mary, d. of Sir Thomas Scott and widow of 
Anthony St. Leger of Ulcombe. Married in 1603- 
She died, 1636. 
Ciceley md. Sir William Steed of Harrietsham. 
13. S. A. C., x1vii 65, and chart OPP-P-72. 
14. Probably not the J. P. Sussex, 1592-1602 (P. R. O. Assizes, 
35, S. E. Circuit, Sussex. 34 et seqq. ), who was 'of 
Wilmington in 1601 + 1602 (see P. R. O. C. 66/1549 & 1594), 
and who was his uncle, (S. A. C., xlvii7 chart opp. P-72). 
15. Greenwqy Court had been in the'hands of his uncleg 
Francis, brother next in age to Alexander's fatherlJohn. 
(S. A. C., x1vii, 71-t2. ) 
16. Al. Ox., 4303- 
17- Inner Temple Admissions., 15, 
18. Al. Ox. loc. cit. 0 
19. Middle Temple Admissions, it 51. 
20. A71-Ox.., - 
loc. cit. 
21. Middle Temple Admissions, loc. cit. 
22. Middle Temple Records, Minutes of Parliament. it 271- 
23. Gray's-Inn Admissions, 86 0-- 24. S. A. C., x1vii, ý65 et seqq. & chart opP. 72. 
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Subsidy Assesgments. 
(as of Hundred of Henhurst, Hastings Rape. ) 
14 Elizabeth John Culpepper Esq., in lands ýC30 0259 
18 Elizabeth : C30 - 
26. 
37 Elizabeth : C22.27- 
(Commissioneri 
Son.? 
(As of the same. ) 27. 37 Elizabeth Thomas Culpepper, gent. in lands ; E8. 
(ii) Culpepper of Wakehurst. 
...... ....... Ke-mbers of the - 
familve 
Head of the f amily in 1580. 
Sir Edward Culpepper of Wakehurst, knt., only s. and 
heir of Tho as Culpepper of Wakehurst, J. P. 9 Sussex' 29. 1566-157122Ewho was bur. at Ardingly, 30 Mch-9 1571; 
and of Philipa7 his 2nd wife, d. of Sir John Thatcher 
of Priesthawes. 
Aged 9 at his fatherls death in 1571- 
30* 
11 Sept., 1589. Appointed captain of 11000 Sussex men 
Joining an expedition going to France to help the French 
king against the Catholic League. 31- 
C. 1590) built Wakehurst Place. Subsequently greatly 
enlarged his property there and in Worth forest where, 
in 1613, he bought landsgrom Edward Neville, Lord 
Bergavenny2 for f-1,700, -I"* 
1594 - 16oo, j. p. Sussex. 
33- 1 
25. -P. R. O. f -E. 'l79/l90/283-, ----- 26. it I E. 179/190/298. 27. LI 2 E. 179/190/332- 28. U, Assizes-351 S-E-Circuit, Sussex, 8-13- This 
Thomas Culpepper was the eld. surviving son of John Culpepper of Wakehurst who died March, 1565 and was J. P. Sussex7 1559-60 & 1562-15, and Sheriff of By. & Sx*11560-: 
ýNI conTcL 
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1596 - 17, Sheriff of Surrey and Sussex. 
34. 
23 JulYi 1603s knighted. 35. 
9 April, 1ýý? 7 bur. at Ardingly. 
36-Administration, 15 
May, 163O. -D 
. 
38. I. P. M. 2 6 Oct. ) 1630 
Note: - Sir Edward Culpepper is described by one 
authority as a serjeant-at-law39-but there are no 
references to him in the admission registers or printed 
records of the four main Inns of Court. 
Wife. 
Eliza, d. of William Farne ford of Nash, Sussex. Married 
at Steyning7 1584. BurjAý at Ardingly, 11 June2 1633. 
"0- 
Will pr- 30 Aug-) 1633- 
.............. -., -.. I. --. -. II.. .. I 
(P. R. O. Assizes, loc. cit. ) 11214-7; B. & C, 
341 and 
Appendix 4. ) 11.1.1 29. B&C 3410 Will, P_CX. 45 Holney; IoPoYI-j PoR*O*j 
C: 14-2ý159/4L 
30. See father's I. P. M. 
31. B. M. Harl. 703 f-58o 
32. S. A. C.., x1viiii, 8940. - 
-42. 
113- 
P. R. O. Assizes, . `-35, 
S. EoCircuit, Sussex, 36 
34. See Appendix 4. 
35- Shaw, 118. 
36. B. & Co, log. cit. 
37. Admin. Lewes, B. 6/58o 
38.. P. R. O., C. 14-2/456/80o 
39- S. A. C., x1viiij 89. 
4: 0 0 B.,. &-C. j loc., cit. 41., Will pr,. at-Lewes. (Lewes wills, A. 23/56)t 
ý-91 
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42. 
Children. 
Edward Bap Ardingly, 20 May, 1589. Bur. there 28 June, 
159L 
John. Bap 24 Feb., 1595. knighted at 
Rycott 11 Sept, 1617. Bur. Ardingly, 12 Feb. ) 16212 (h. v. p. ) 
William Bap. Ardingly 4 July 1602. Later Sir Williaig I t rdinglyq 6 Dec., 1678 as . Bur. Culpepper bar 
Edward 
an ancient Bart. 
Bap. Ardingly7 24 Feb., 1605. (Twin to Mary). 
Named in fatherts I. P. M. and in mother's will, 
of which he was executor. 
Elizabeth Bap. Ardingly, 13 Dec., 1584. Died 23 May, 1624. 
Timothea 
Dorothy 98 
April, 1588. 
7 20 MaY2 1589. Bur. 
there 28th 
June, 1596. 
Margery Bap. Ardingly, 18 Apri. 12 1593. Bur. there 2nd 
August2 1628. 
Ann 
Catherine 
Bap. Ardingly, 6 March, 1596. 
If it 73 July, 1597. D. S. p., 1623. 
B ur. 
Philippa 
at West Hoathly. 
Bap. Ardingly, 13 Augustt 1598. Bur. there 20 
Jan, 1601. 
Eleanor 
Mary 
Bap. Ardinglyq 23 Dec., 1599. 
it it 24 Feb., 1605. (Twin to the 
second Edward5. Bur. at Ardingly$ 14 Mch. 11605. 
42. S. A. C., x1viii, 92 et seqq., 
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Education. 
Father 
Sons 
Vniversitles. Inns of Court. 
Willip- m) adm. fell. comm., 
aged-19, to Caius Coll-Camb., 
Nov. 12ý1621. SchooljEton. 
Matric. 11621. Migrated to Oxford. B. A. from Balliol 
coil. 1625; MA from Hart 
Hall, 1633-14: 43- 
Edwardjadm. fell. comm., aged 
, to Caius Coll, Camb., Nov. 12,1621. School2Fton. 
Matric. , 1621. B. A. 7 1624-15. 
Willi=3 adm. 
-Li. ncolnt s Inn, 13 Nov., 1623 440 
Edward$ adm. Gray's 
Inn, April., 
45.1627* 
Harriages of children*47- 
Edward 
John 
William md. at Bolney, 13 JulYi 1626, Janeld. of Sir 
Benjamin Pellatt, at whose death the manor of 
Bolney came to Sir William Culpepper) according 
to the terms of the marriage settlement. Issue. 
Edward md. Mary, d. of Sir Edward Bellingham. 
Elizabeth md. 25 May) 1611, John Whitfield Esq.? of Mortlake, 
Surrey s. and h. of Thomas 1. *hitfield of the same ; 
Timothea f md. twiCe7 (a) on 25 June, 1616, George Phillips 
. E. Peckham2 Kent, 
(b) Thomas Turner of Surrey. 
Dorothy md. on 22 June7 1614, John Theobald of Sea1e7 Kent. 
Margery md. at Ardingly, 19 Feb., 1626, Anthony Bickerstaffe 
Ann md. at Ardingly, 25 June, 1616, Thomas Wood of 
West Hoathly. 
Catherine md. at Ardingly on 24 Feb., 16202 Richard Infield 
of Gravety, West Hoathly. 
Philippa 
Ele anor 
Mary 
Subsidy gssessments,. 
(Asýof. Street-Hundredj Lewes Rape) 48. 2 Elizabeth John Culpepper Es in lands : C100. 
(Commissionerl" 49. Elizabeth John Culpepper Esy f-100. 
(Commissioner 50. 
1-2 Charles I Sir Edward Culpe pertknt., iniands Q0- 
(Commissionery 
43., - -AloCaDt. *), * Pt. 41iif432; -AlXxii4303i 44. Lincoln's 112n Admissions,, 1-194. 
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references continued,. 
46. Gray's Inn Admissions', 181. 
47. S. A. C., x1viii, 94 et seqq. 
48. P. R. O. t E. 179/190/267. 49. E. 179/190/274. 
50. E. 179/191/377a. 
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DARRELL. 
OriRins-. 
According to Berry. and Comber, this familycbrived from 
the Darrells of Sesay inljorkshire where they were settled in 
the reign of Henry III. One of the Yorkshire Darrells, 
John Darrell, came to settle at Calehil in Kent, early in the 
15th century and died in October, 143839 It was by his second 
marriage, to Florence, daughter of William Chichele of Higham- 
Ferrers7 Northamptonshire, and neice of Henry Chichele, Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury7 that the Darrells became connected with 
Sussex: Henry Chichele, the Archbishop7 gave his neice7 on her 
marriage to John Darrell Esq. of Calehill, the manor of Scotney 
in the parish of Lamberhurst which he had acquired from the 
Ashburnhams in the early 15th century. The manor of Scotney 
which is partly in Kent thus came into the Darrell family and 
remained in their possession until the eighteenth century. The 
house later uilt by the Da3mlls was said to be designed by 
Inieo Jones3e 
From this marriage descended the Darrells of Scotney, 
while the elder line of Calehill, Kent, desc! pded from the 
eldest son of John Darrell's first marriage. Of the Scotney 
Darrells, it was the great-grandson of John and Florence, 
Thomas Darrell Esq., who died shortly before Elizabeth's 
accession and who was the father of the J. P. whose name appears 
on the Commission in the early years of the reign. At least 
two of the Darrells held posts in the Royal Household in the 
sixteenth century: Stephen2 uncle of the Thomas Darrell who was 
head of the Scotney family in 1580, was Clerk of the Kitchen 
in 
Kenry VIII's Household, and this Thomas Darrellts 4other, 
Edward, was Clerk of the Catery-to Queen Elizabeth.; ',, 
Whether armigerou2. 
Not mentioned in any version of thg 1570 Visitation of Sussex. 
Mentioned in the 1634 Visitation. * 
2. Ibid :1 Will, Lambeth2 Chichele, 1,470. 3. Ibid , Horsfield, 1,411. 4. B. -& C-1 joc. cit. 5. Ibid. 
69 . H. C. MS, C. 27. 
- 
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Members of the family. 
Head of the- family in ILý80. 
Thomas Darrell of Scotney Esq., eld. son by his lst 
marriage of Thomas Darrell of Scotney Esq., who died in 
1558, ýnd of Elizabeth2 d. of James Horne of Bethersden, 
Kent. i- 
4 Mch. 1514) born. 8. 
Executor to father, 1558, and to brother, George, 1567. 
JoPo, Sussex, 1560-1564.1oD 
1564, described in bishopts letter as "Mr Thomas Dorrell of Stackney" (sic)) a J. P. of the East part of the cjynty and 
a myslyker of religion and godly proceedings". 
12. 
22 Sept., 1584, died at Battle. I. P. M., 5 Nov., 1586. 
Wives. 13- 
fl Anne, d. and coheiress of Thomas Hedd of Maidstone7Kent. 
2 Mary, d. of Thomas Roydon of Fortune Hallt East Peckham. 2 
Kent. 
Children. 14. 
1--... Bv his first wife: - 
Mary or Alice. 
Bv his second marrialze: - 
Henry Later Henry Darrell of Scotney Esq. Became 
involved in a Star Chamber case for riot trespass 
and forcible entry on the lands of onejltýard 
Bathurst of Goudhurst in 39 Elizabeth. 
Mary 
Margaret 
Frances 
Ellen 
7 --B. -. & C., Joe. cit.; -His -Will) P. C. C. . 43-Noodes. 8: B. & C-1-loc-cit. 
9. Georgets WillIT. C. C. 14 Stonarde. 
10. P. R. O. Assizes, 35, S. E. Circuit7 Sussex7 2-4 and Dorse 
Pat-RoI17 6 Elig. part 3, C. 66/998. 
11. Bishops' letters71564. (Camden Misc., ix, 10) 
12. I. P. M., PeR. O., C. 142/09736o 
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Education. 
Universities. Inns of Court. 
Father 
Son Perhaps the Henry Darrell 
adm. Gray' s Inn, 1563- -Lo- 
Marriapzes of children. 17. 
Mary md. 
Henry md. 
Sus 
Mary md. 
Margaret md. 
Frances md. 
Ellen md. 
John Brooke. 
MarpFet d. of Sir Edward Gage of Firle, 
sex, (, q,. V. 
5 
Barnaby Gough 
- Tyndale 
Robert Greene of Bobbing2 Kent. 
Edmund Pelham Z-of Hastingsj 18* 
SUsidy assessments,. 
(As of Wadhurstj Loxfield Hundred, Pevensey Rape. ) 
38 Henry VIII Thomas Darrell Esq. in lands : C80 
19" 
2 Elizabeth Igent., ýC50 
20. 
(As of Lamberhurst, Loxfield Hundred, Pevensey Rape) 
21. 
18 Elizabeth T homas Darrell & his son in lands f-'20 
(As of Wadhurst, Loxfield Hundred2 Pevensey Rape) 
. 
1-2 Charles I William Darrell Esq., recusant, in lands . C5 
22. 
(Also Elizabeth, his wife, and Thomas Darre112 
gent. assessed at 8d. per poll) 
13. B. & C., loc. cit. 
14. Ibid. 
15. P. R. 091 Star Chamber Elizabeth, D. 18/22. He may also 
have been the Darrell held in custody in 1596 for 
sending his children beyond the seas without licence. 
H. M. C. Hatfield MSS3 Vi9 561. 
16. Grayl- s- Inrl -Admissions, 32. 17. B &-C.,. Ioc. cit.. - 18. SLe not6s -on -Pelham f aMily. 19. P. R. O. ) E. 179/190/225* 20.11 1 E. 179/190/265. 21. LI E. 179/190/298. 
'22. E. 179/191/377a. 
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DAWTREY. 
Origins. 
A comparatively recent writer on this family describes 
them as having been connected with West Sussex for over eight 0 hundred years and as having2 for six hundred of them, "played 
a leading part in the affairs and destinies of Petworth and its neighbourhood". 1- 
2. These 111qrge landowners in West Sussex" were of Norman 
origin and it is thought that they took their name from 
Hauteriveý. near Alenconý where they held land before the 
Conquest. It was thought at one time that their name derived 
from the 'High Stream' in Hardhamt near, Amberleyj Sussex, 
where they had much land in the reigns of John and Henry 1117 
and where a priory of Augustinian Black canons is supposed to 
have been founded by them. Hardham, lies approximately 6j miles 
vouth-east of Petworth, on a bend of the River Arun which 
almost encircles it; the priory stands on a precipitous bank 
sloping steeply to the river which flows by on its south and 
east sides. Hence, it has been suggested, the name Ide Ijault 
Rey' ý or later 'Dawtrey' and in Latin, I de Alta Ripal . '* But it has been pointed out 
that the Dawtreys were knor by that 
name long before they were connected with Hardham. 
The earliest member of the family to be mentioned in 
English records appears to have been William de Alta Ripal who7 
between 1090 and 1100 held lands in Lincolnshire, Yorkshire, 
Shropshire and Sussex. His youngest son, Robert, came to 
Sussex in the train of Adelaide, widow of Henry 11 on her 
second marriage to the Earl of Arundel. Robert's eldest son, 
William7 acquired a considerable amount of property in the 
Petworth area, including the Hardham lands and lands at Bignor, 
Barlavington and Burton, either directly from Adelaide and her 
husband or, more probably, indirectly from Joscelin de Louvain2 
her brother who had come to England with her. When this 
brother, Joscelin de Louvaing married, in 1122, Agnes de 
Percy, the heiress to the great Percy estates in the North of 
1. Lady Maxse: Petworth in Ancient Times, (Chichester, 1952), 
10 et seqq. 
2. S., A. C* xiv) 180 
3 Lady. Maxse7 joc. cit4 See also S. &Ajr.. vi) 76 
4. S. A. C, xvii, 191; -xi, 112; vi, 257; Lady, Maxse, loc. 2it. 
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England2 Adelaide and the Earl of Arundel conferred on him 
the Honour of Petworth and other extensive estates in Sussex. 
Since Robert Dawtrey' s son, 'Jilliam2 appears to have married 
another sister of Joscelin de Louvain, ig is likely that 
some of the Dawtrey lands came from him. 9A close connection 
between the Dawtreys and the Percies must, in this case$ have 
been established at an early dateg since Joscelin de Loývgin 
was the ancestor of the Percies2 Earls of Northumberland. 1- 
Although the Dawtreys resided in Petworth from an early 
date28. it was not until the late 15th century that they 
acquired the More property there. This they did when Edmund 
Dawtrey2 Sheriff of Sussex in 1492, married Isabel Wood2 
daughter of Sir Thomas Wood of River Park2 who inherited her 
father's estate of which the house and lands of "the More'12 a 
mile from Petworth town, were a part. She also-inherited 
property kom her uncle, Sir John Wood2 who was Treasurer of 
England in the reign of Richard III. From then on2 "the More" 
was the home of the Dawtreys for over 250 years. 9- 
Leland, writing of this family in the early sixteenth 
century, said, "The chiefest house of these Dawtries is in 
Petteworth Paroche callid More, half a mile from Petteworth 
towne". They also had a house in Petworth itself near the 
church. 10- 
Edmund Dawtreyls grandson, John, who fought at Flodden 
in 1513 and was knighted on the field for his prowess, was one 
of the Commissioners sent by Thomas Cromwell in 1535 to 
dissolve the priory at Boxgrove and to take an inventory of 
its treasures. He was Sheriff in 1547. It -r-s his son, 
William, who was head of the family in 1580011- 
., 1 
6. 
7* 
.I.. I.. 
Lady Maxsel 
Joscelin de 
the surname 
arms of the 
Dawtrey fam, 
Lndv Maxse. 
loc. cit.; cf. S. A. C. 
Louvain -undertook, -on 
of Percy but retained 
Percies were adopted 
ilY- (S-A-c- vi, 76) 
loc. cit. - 
N ri, 76. 
adopt his marriage, to 
his own arms. The old 
ind perpetuated by the 
8. 
9. 
10. 
lie 
Ibid.; S. A. C.,. xivy 18-19; B. & C. $ 46. =. -Col -xiv, 18. Lady-Maxse, loo. cit. 
. 09 6 7.41 
(Dawtrey continued. ) 
VIhether armigerous. 
This , family is tund in all version f2? f the 1570 Visitation of 
Sussex which have been c nsulted. They are also mentioned 
in the 1634 Visitation 1S. 
Members of the family. 
111.111-11 -- -- 
Head of the family in 1580. 
William Dawtrey Esq. of More House, Petworth, eld. s. of 
Sir John Dawtrey of the same who diedt Dec. 1549, and of 14. his 2nd wife, Jane2 d. and heiress of William Skardeville. 
i P, 7 S ssex, 1559 - 1564 and 1567 or 18 - 1570. Also in 1ý91* 
i0e 
1563, M-P- for Sussex. 16. 
1564, described in bishop's letteras a I'myslyker of relWon 
and godlye proceedingsllý and as I'verye supwiticious*ll 
180 1566 - 17, Sheriff of Surrey and Sussex. 
1569, refused to subscribe to Jýe council's order for the 
uniformity of public worship. & 
1576t examined for papistry. 
20. 
15 &ugust, 1580, in report to the bishop on recusancy in 
the deanery of Midhurst, "Mr. William Dawtrey esquyer doth 
not, neythr hath of long tyme come to divýie service neythr 
receyved the holy common but hath bene pn at divers sermons 
preched in petworth church. 11 
........ ...... . .. 
12. H. C. MSI G. 18 & MS D. 11; Phillips, 4; B. M. Add. MS9172 
o65, f. lo. 
13. H. C. MSI C 27* 
-brother 14. B. & C., 4L William succeeded his elder half 
Richard Dawtrey Esq., son of Sir John Dawtrey by his lSt 
wife, -on his death on 10 Feb., 1554. (Ibid. ) This 
succession was later disputed by one, -Nicholas 
Dawtrey 
1ýent. j of Woodcote, co. Hants., a cousin Of 
the whole 
blood to the late Richard. (P. R. O. St. Ch. 5 Eliz., D. 13/23)o 
15. P. R. O. 2 Assizes 35,, S. E. Circuit, Sussex, 1-6110-12; 
33, and 340 
See Appendix 3- ! "IC1 16. 
17. Bishopst letters'1564, (Camden Misc. jix210) 
18* See Appendix 4. 
. 19. Cal. S. P. Dom. 1547-80,352, noI18, 20c, S. A. Co, -, 111,90. 
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1580, built a fine pannelled room in More House. 
22. 
1587, in report on the Sussex J. Pts, "On Mr William Dautre was 
put owt of commission for that he was-a recusant; but now 
syns his last marryadg he dooth dilygently come to the church, 
and publikly receaveth the sacrament, wherfor yf he was 
restored to the iustys office, I take it ameans to encorrage 
hym to procead7 and to allure other reegants for to do 
their dwghty to God and their prinse". 0 In 1591 he was 
restored to the Commission of the Peace (v. supra). 
13 June2 1591, died Will 2ýýe 
13 June2 pr. 23 Nov. 21591.24. I. P. M., 26 August, 1591. 
Wives. 26. 
1) Margaret) d. of William Roper of Ej hamjKentj Esq-7 A 
grand-daughter of Sir Thomas More. 
Mur. 
at Petworth$ 
15 Feb., 1578. 
2) Mary$ d. of Edward Stoughton Esq. of Singleton, Sussex. 
Md. 27 Nov., 1581. Bur. at Petworth. 
Children. 28. 
1.1.11- By his firstwi: 
William Aged 
John Aged 
Charles It 
Anthony 
Jane 
fe: - 
19 at 1570 Visitation. D. v. p. 
18 in 1570- 
8 it It 
2 LI It 
his secondwife.: - 
Richard Bap-18 Oct., 1582. 
Educgtlone 
AII Universities. 
Father 
Sons 
Inns of Court. 
William, perhaps he who was adm 
Lincoln's Inn, 19 April, 1564,0 
Marriages of-children. 
30* 
will inm - rnrl. -I)nrothv. d. and coheiress of Richard 
Stonley of 
Lon 
john md. 
Charles md. 
Anthony md. 
Jane md. 
---- ---. f 7-- -- -- - --- ------- don2 a teller of the Exchequer. Issue. 
Joanna$ d. of David Polhill of Otford. 
Jane Knight of Petworth$ Sussex. 
Mary Durrant. 
William Parker of Hurstmonceux: 7 Sussex. 
21i -W. S. C*R. O. j -D. R. O. -90/I/37vfo57o 22. Lady Maxset 13- 
23* S. A. c.,. ii, 60* 
100'Cit#; P*C*Co 85 Sainberbee 
. 
24* 
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(Dawtrey continued. ) 
Subgidv assessments. 
(As of Petworth, Rotherbridge Hundred, Arundel Ra 
38 Henry VIII John Dawtreyj Imt., in lands ýCUO. 
R: 
(Commissioner for Chichester RapQ . 14 Elizabeth William Dawtre Esq., in lands ; F. 50.9- 'u' 
2 Elizabeth Z-before 1591_7ýim! '. Dawtrey Esq. in lands : C50.33- 
38 Elizabeth -Mistress Dorothy Dawtreyj 
widow, in lands ýC7 
Henry Dawtrey2 gen., in lands ýC5- 
John Dawtreyj in lands : cl 34. 
1-2 Charles IjHenry Dawtrey Esq., in lands ýc5: 35* 
25. 
. ....... 
P. M. $ 
................ 
C. 142/2-U/78 and C. 142/267/40- 
26. B. & C. $ 46. 27- Lady Maxse, 13 
28. B. & C. ) joc. ci_; * 29. Lincoln Is -Inn -Admissions, 471. 30. 
31. 
B. & C., 
P. R. O. 
loc. cito 
E. . 179/190/225. 32. E. 179/190/283. 
33- E- 179/190/346. 
34. E. 179/190/334. 
35- E. 179/191/377a. 
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DREW. 
Roger Drew of Densworth appears on only one list of 
J. Pts for the county during the reign, and then is noted as 
I'mort". 1- However, he is referred to in the will of his 
younger son7 James, as "sometime one of the Queen's Majestiest 
Justices of Peace and quorum", which fact Jameswished to be 
recorded in a monumental inscripýion to his father to be 
erected in Chichester Cathedral. - But, since Roger Drewts 
name does not appear on any of the lists of J. Pts for Sussex 
for dates earlier or later than June, 1590,3-it appears that 
he enjoyed the honour of which his son was so proud for a few 
months only. He died on 16 December, 1589.14 0 
His parentage Jsunknown. The family does not appear in 
the Visitations of 1570 or 1634. He was probably a newcomer 
to the county whose connection with it is likely to have 
commenced with. his marriage to Dorothy, daughter and heiress 
of Elias Bradshaw Esq:., who had been plaintiff in fine for 
the manor of Densworth in Funtington, West Sussex7 in 1542. 
She is ment oned in the wills both of her husband and of her 
son James. - In his will, Roger Drew refers also to his 
lanas in and about Chichester, some of which he bought 
11 lately .. of my sister Prynce" and to his lands 
in Surrey. 
He also refers to his brother, Edw1ard. 
The family of Drew of Densworth died out in 1630 with 
the demise of Roger Drewts eat-grandson, FTancis Drew, at 
the age of about two years. 
F- 
Whether armigeroug. 
Not mentioned in any version of the 1570 or 1634 
Visitations of Sussex. 
1. P. R. O., Assizes, 351 S-E-Circuit, Sussex, 32. 
2. P. C. C. 24 Lewyn. 
3- See P. R. O. Assizes, 35, S. E. Circuit, Sussex, 31 33- 
4. See son, Jamest will. Note 2. 
5. Elwes, 101; S. R. S , xix, 126. 6. P. C. C. 2 Drury; -P: C. C. 24 Lewyn. 7- S. R. -, xiv) nos. 345 & 346. 
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(Drew continued. ) 
Members of the femilv. 
Head of the f amily in 1580. 
Roger Drew of Densworth in F=tington, and of Chichester. 
J. P. Sussex, (and Q? v. supra) according to Assize Roll 
for June 1590, but I'mort" added. Not on list of J. Pts 
attached to Assize Roll for June, 1589. 
According towi-11 of s)nj James, died 16 December, 1585. 
Own will d t'* Shows he held* 7 Dec. 1585, pr. 23 Jan., 1590- 
lands in. S rey asvell as Densworth, and lands in and near 9 Chichester. 
Wife. 
Dorothy, d. and h. of Elias Bradshaw Es who was plaintiff 
in fine for the manor of Densworth in 1%. (v. supra). Her 
I. P. M. dt. 14 Jýly 15962 and gives the date of her death as 
28 Oct., 1595 . Died seized of lands in Bosham. which descended to Bradshaw Drew. 
I 
Children. 
Bradshaw Later Bradshaw Drew Esq. of Densworth. Aged 32 at 
motherts I. P. M. i. e. born abou6 1563. Died 1 
July, 1614. I. LM. dt. 17 Augusti 1614. Then 
seized of Densworth and lands in Birdham, Bosham 
and Chichester, Sussex. 10* lie Will dt. 23 Feb*, 1609, pre 9 Nov., 1614, 
James Later James drew2 gent., of Gray's Inn, London, 
of Funtington and of Chichester, Suss Will 
dt. 12 Apr., 1597, pr. 18 Mch-I 1598-1ý0 
Agnes Mentioned in father's will. 
Dorothy it 11 11 it 
Sibil 
8. P. C. C. 2 Drury. 
9., S. R. S., xiv-, 73-14; P. R. O., C. 142/247/1- 
10. Ibid@2 and P. R. O. 2 Ce. 142/341/75* 
'11. F. C. C., 117. Lawe. 
12. See note 2. 
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(Drew continued. ) 
Education. 
Universities. 
- I.. I., 
Inn. a-o-f. Courto 
Father 
Sons Bradshaw, adm. Inne 
Temple-Nov., 1584. lS- 
James2 Hart Ha112 Jp. Mes2 adm. Grayts Oxford2 matric., 16 Oct?, -Inn, Nov., 1596, 1584, aged 16. B. A. from 14-and of Staple Inn. 
Magdalen Ha112 20 Mch., 1589. "Allowed: br an 
_uftor barrister" 19 Nov.., 1591) lk 
Marrigges of children. 
16. Bradshaw md. Ellnor -. Ij; pe including Francis, aged 6 
at father's death.. /- 
James aPParently d. S. P. and unmd. No mention of a wife in 
Agnes 
his will. Made his brother, Bradshaw2 his heir. 
Dorothy) Mentioned in their brother, Bradshaw's will as "my 
Sibill sister Shott of Portesmouth", "my sister Ingram9; 
also a reference to "my brother Z-in-lawý-7, Stuttll- 
Subsidy assessmen so 
180 
ýAs-of'the City of Chichester, Chichester Rjý? *) 14 Elizabeth Roger Drew in goods ýE8 * 20. 29 Elizabeth 11 11 It It ýC8 9 
(As of Fuhtington) Hundred of Bosham, Chichesteroyape. ) 
?. Elizabeth. Bradshaw Drew, gent. in lands ý: 4 r- 0 
13- -II-nner -Tem-ple- -Admissions, -111. 14. Al. Ox., -1,424. 15. Grgy's Inn Admissionst 92; Pension Book of Grgy's Inn, 
489, 
16. See her husband's 'will, P. C. C. 117 Lawe* 
17- S. R. S., xiv. nos- 343 and 345; P. R. O., C. 142/341/75 
and, C. 142/4ý9/51. 
18. In 38 Henry VIIII one John Drewe (sic), of Elsted2 
Hundred of Domforde, Chichester Rape was assessed at 40s- 
-in lands. It is not known whether he was the father of 
... Roger Drew of Densworth. In 2 Elizabeth7 one Thomas Drewel, gent. of Buxsted7 Alcyston Hundred2 Pevensey Rape, 
-was assessed at : C16 in lands. It is not known whether he 
was related to this family. See P. R. O., E-179/190/225 and 
E lg? ý120/26; ý190 E 
I. 
19. P: R- )- 17 /283.20 1 P. R * 0.1E. 1 21. P. R. 0 . 
J 
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ERNLSY. (or Erneleyq Earnley etc. ) 
Ori. c! ins. 
There are at least two versions of the origins of this 
family. According to one, they were originally known as "Erley"2 
and derived their name from the village of Erley or Ernleyj so 
called from IEr-legel, the eaglests nest2 and this manor of 
Erleges was at Brighton. A fine that Passed between Matilda) 
daughter of Robert de Erlege, deforciant2 and John de Erlege, 
plaintiff2 in 1197 in respect of this and other land, is quoted. 
Elwes, however, connects the family from its origins Xith 
the parish of Earnley in Manhood Hundred, Chichester Rape. 
There seems no clear reason for questioning his assertion. 
Richard Ernley Esq., who died in 15777 was J. P. for Chichester 
Rape. 3- Elwes quotes Sir William Dugdale's researches into the 
early history of the parish of Ernley and describes how, after 
Athelstan had granted the manor in 930 to the bishop of Selsey, 
it was reunited to the crown and "for several centuries was 
held by a distinguished family which took its name from the 
place - and bore what we may call the derivatiZe coat - argent 
on a bend sable2 3 eagles (or earns) sable. " 
Th .e most distinguished member of the family before the 
Elizabethan period was Sir John Ernley who became Lord Chief 
Justice of CommoReas on 27 January 1519, on which date he 
was also Iýnighted He was married 
to Margare, t2 daughter of 
Edmund Dawtrey Esq. of More Houseq Petworth. ý? died in 1520 
and was buried in the parish church of Ernley. 
"The seat of the Earnleys, a large casteýlated mansion7 
surrounded by a moat, stood near the Church". " Another 
notable family residing in this parish in the 16th century was 
the younger branch of the Bartellots, - the Bartellots of 
"Redlands". 8. 
Unfortunately, Berry and Comber do not give a full pedigree 
of this family and mention only Sir John Ernley2 the Judge) .. 
already1referred to, by reason of his marriage to a Dawtrey., 
1. g. A. C. ixi 314. 
2 lwes, ý4. 
3: S-A-C-) 11) 59- 
4. Elwes, 75n. From the terms of King Athelstants grant it 
appears that the place at the time contained much woodland 
and might therefore have been the haunt of eagles - hence 
"Earn-lege". 
5. B. &- C. 2 46. 6. Ibid; his will was pro 17 Nov. 1520. P-C-C- 3 Maynwaring. Ulwes loc-cit. 
See notes 'W-family of Bartellot, 
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(Ernley continued) 
But a full pedigree is given by Elwes. 10- He traces them back 
to Richard Ernle? living in the reign of Henry III; his son, 
John Ernle who was living in 13 Edward I, held lands in North 
Mundham2 ltdhenor, Donington, Oving and other parishes in 
Sussex. In the 15th century began their association with 
Wiltshire when Robert Ernle2 a younger son, in addition to 
his property at Burpham in Angmering, Sussex7 acquired lands 
in that county. His grandson, John2 who succeeded his father 
in 4 Edward IV2 married Joan, (or Agnes), daughter of Simon 
Best by Agnes, daughter and heiress of one of the Mervins, 
(or Marvins), a prominent Wiltshire family; she succeeded to 
the family property at Echilhampton in that county. It was 
the second of the grandsons of John Ernle and Joan who became 
the Chief Justice of Common Pleas in 1519, and it was he who 
came into his grandmotherts estate of Echilhampton. The 
judge's elder brother having died without children2 it was his 
own two sons who divided the Ernley inheritance between them, 
the elder, Willi=2 inheriting the family seat at Ernley in 
Sussex2 and the younger, John, settling at Burton in the 
parish of Allcanning, '4iltshire7 and founding the Wiltshire 
branch which became very distinguisheýlýn the affairs of that 
county during, the next two centuries. 
Whether armigerous. 
Mentioned in . the . 1570 Visitation. 
12. Not in the 1634 Visi- 
tation. 
Members of the family. 
Head of the faMily in 1580 
Richard Ernley . Esq., of Cackhaml3-and Ernleyj s. and 
heirl4. of I-jilliam Ernley Esq., the M. P. Chichester, 15429 
who died 20 ign. 2 1-546tl5-and of Bridget, 
d. of - Spring 
of Lavenham. 
15649 in bishop's letter mentioned as "No justice" but a 
"favorer of godlye proceedings". 17. 
9. B. & C. ) 46. 10. Elwes chart OPP-P-75- 
.y 
VII, i. no, 657- 11. Elwes, loc. cit.; cf. Cal-I. P. M. Henjr 
12. H. C. 14S, G. 18, and D. 11. Phillips, 4. 
13. Elwes, 269. 
14. Perhaps he had had an elder brother, Francis, who died a 
minor in 1 Ed-VI - see I. P. M., P. R. O. C. 142/92/84. 
15.. Comber, (Horsham3 186, 
16. Phillips, 4; cf. 
hwes, 
chart opp. p. 75, 
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(Ernley continued) 
J*P* Sussex, 1565 - Jan., 15952 and 1597 - 1605-, 2-and c. 1585, commissioner for restraint of grain. n- 
1576, was. one of those cited by Bishop Curtis of Chichester for examination on suspicion of papistry. Curtis was later, 
on the petition of several including Richard Ernley2 
arraigned for over-zealousness., 19--- 
1587, in report on Sussex J. Pls was described as not being 20. 
very satisfactory because he "is dwelling most in Hampshirell. 
15 Nov., 16072 died. 
21* 
I. P. M. 
Wife 
Barbara, d. of Sir Henry Goring of Burton2 Sussex. 
22. 
Children. 
William Aged 7 at 1570 Visitation. 23- Evidently d. vope 
Richard Mentioned in father's I. P*M* as his s. and h. 
Bridget. 249 
17. Bishops letters, 1564 as "Mr Richard CX14lie of Cackham" (Cpmden M12n., ix, 10). 
18. P. A. 0. Assizes, 35, S. F.. Circuit Sussex2 7-37, and 
66 A 1549 & Dorse Pat. Rolls, C. /1468) 14 29 1493) 1523, 
1594. Also B. M. Harl MS, 4742 f. 926. 
19. S. A. C. 111,90 et seqq. 
20. S. A. C. iij 59. 
21. I. P. M. P. R. O. C 142/300/184. liot Elwes, chart opp-P-75) 
gives one, Richard Ernley, son of William who died Jan. 
15469 as taarryýdgg one, Elizabeth2 and as dying in 1577 
and leaving a son Richard who married Barbara2 daughter 
of Sir Henry Goring, & was himself father of William & 
Bridget. Elwes seems to have insdrted a generation. 
(cf. Phillips, 41). There is no evidence of a Richard 
Ernley dying in 15772 and the Sussex J. P. held office 
continuously from 1565-1595. However7 Richard Ernley who 
died in 16072 had a son Richard who was then his heir 
according to the I. P. M. quoted. 
22. Phillips, 4. 
23- Ibid. 
24* Elwes, chart OPP- P- 75. Elwesq however2 omits any 
reference to Richard, her brother. 
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(Ernley continued) 
Educatiori 
Father 
Sons 
Universities. Inns of Court. 
Adm., M ddle Temple, 7 Feb., 
156-- 
Marriages of children,. 
William 
Richard 
Bridget md. in 1600, Richard Stanney of Eston in Sidlesham2 
Sussex. KýJjed in a duel, 1610. Issue, a 
daughter. 
SlIbsidy assessments. 
(As of I-lest Witteringý Hundred of Manwood, Chichester Rape. ) 
38 Henry VIII Bridget Ernley, wid., in lands 100 ýgjcs. 27- 
14 Elizabeth Richard Ernley Esq., 11 11 Q0- 
(As of South Street, Chichester city)- 
41 Elizabeth Richard Ernley Esq. in lands ýC20.29. 
(As of Manwood Hundred Chichester Rape) 
? Elizabeth Richard ýrnley Esq. in lands ; C20.30- 
(Sessor) 
1-2 Charles I ditto it : e6. 
(And as of I-lest St., Chichester City: 
11 1-2 Charles I ditto 
25. Middle Tem ple Admissions, il 26. 
26. Elwes, -loc. c 27- P. R. O., E. 179/190/225. 
28. E. 179/190/28 N 
29. E 109/190/3 : 
30- E: 179/190/347- 
31- E. 179/191/377a. 
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EVERSFIELD 
Orif,, ins 
Little is knavm of the early origins of this family, 
it was very likely a branch of the great Kentish family of 
Hever from which it may have derived both name and coat of 
but 
arms. 
nie name -. tiever,, Was orten spelt 111wer" I ana It Jaas been 
suggested. that heiresses of this t6me founded the families of 
Eversfield and Evershed whosi arms, like their names, appear 
to have had a common origin. * 
Comber traces the pedigree of this family no farther 
back than one, "Eversfield", father of Nicholas Eversfield of 
Poyle, Surrey, who had also considerable properties in Sussex, 
namely the manor of Torryng Peverell in Fietching, and lands 
in Buxsted, Rotherfield, Newick, Shaileyl Sartfield, Framfieldl 
Maresfield and Kingston-by-Lewes. * The will of this Nicholas 
Eversfield was proved in July, 1552.39 By his wife, Johane, 
of unknown family, he had three sons and three daughters. His 
son and heir2 John, aged 19 in September, 1551, when his 
father made his will, settled at Worth in North Sussex, not far 
from Horsham, and by his wife, Bridget, of unknown family7 had 
two sons, the future Sir Thomas Eversfield of Denne in Horsham7 
and John. It was this Sir Thomas Eversfield who was to be 
Sheriff of Surrey and Sussex, 1599 - 1600, and J. P* in 1601 
and 1602. 
While the Eversfield are classed as newcomers to the 
county and they do not appear amon& the more important county 
office-holders until the end of the reign, and while little is 
knowh of their earlier history when settled in Surrey, yet they 
appear to have been a striking example of the rapid advancement 
of certain gentry families at this period. 
John Eversfield Esq. of Worth who died 13 June, 159514. 
father of Sir Thomas Eversfield, the Sheriff, was nn ironmaster 
and is named among the owneps of ironworks in Sussex, Surrey 
and Kent in February, 1574. -" Some of these had apparently 
been infringing a patent granted by the Queen to one, Ralph 
Hogge, for the sole exportation of ordnance, and bonds were now 
1. S. A. C., vi, 86. 
2* Comber; (Horsham)) 89. 
3- P. CO'C. 19 Powell. 
4. Comber, loc-cit. 
S. A. C. 7 111, -243- 
---J 
ef% 
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taken from them that this would not continue in future. 
Apparently John "Eversfield was a man of means since7 for 
example7 he was among the 15 contributors out of the 108 
in Sussex who subscribed : ClOO towards the loan f or Defence 
in 1588; 
x 
Týýs was the highest rate of assessment adopted in Suss - 
Thus, despite their possible claim to a distinguished 
origin, the 16th century Eversfields of Sussex have all the 
appearances of a family of parvenus. They rose rapidly, and 
the Elizabethan age and the early years of the 17th century 
saw them buying up property, marrying into some of the leading 
county famil es and occupying the shrievalty and seats in 
Parliament. 
ý- 
Of this family, the elder branch, the Eversfields of 
Denne in Horshamý was established by Sir Thomas Eversfield2 
knight2 John Eversfield's son and hAir. He was aged 40 or 
more at his fatherls death in 1595,00and died hij#self in 1616 
after marrying twice and having a large family. It was he 
who bought the Denne property in 1604 from Stephen Barnham of 
London and his sons, for the handsome sum of 1,. 51500-9- 
The younger branch of the family, the Eversfields of 
Hollington7 also successfully established themselves in the 
later 16th century but do not emerge as holders of important 
county office until early in the 17th century. They descended 
from Thomas Eversfield, gent., younger brother of John 
Eversfield Esq. of Worth, and uncle of Sir Thomas Eversfield 
of Denne. He resided first at Uckfield7 and, under his 10. father's will in 15517 he inherited lands in Rotherfield. 
It was through the second marriage of this Thomas Eversgield 
that the family acquired their property in Hollington7 namely 
"The Grove", which is described in the Victoria County History 
as "a capital messuageR of Hollington in the Rape of 
Hastings. 1-I'The GroveU had formerly been the property of 
Lawrence Levett who died without issue on the 16 January7 
1585, and from him it passed to his sister, Mary, who7 on 12 
26 January, 1586, married Thomas Eversfield Esq. of Uckfield. 
6. S. A. C., ij 32. 
7- 173-rth6 part played by the family as Parliamentarians 
during the Civil War, see S. A. C., lxx2 166. 
8. Comber2 loc. cit. 
9. Elwes, 120. -- - 10. Comber, loc. cit. 
11. V. C. H., Sussex ix, 84. J 
IDA, 
507 
(Eversfield continued) 
Nicholas Eversfield) son and heir of Thomas Eversfield of 
Hollington, who succeeded his father on the latterts death 
in February, 16122 was Sheriff of Surrey and Sussex in 1619 and 
sat as M. P. for Hasting's in 1623 -14 in the teeth of government 0 
opposition, the official candidate being YSIter Montague Esq., 0 
son of the Lord President of the Council . 
I vlhether armijzerous. 
In no version of the&70 Visitation2 but they do appear in 
the 1634 Visitation. 
Members of the family. 
Head of the fLmily in 1580,. 
John Eversfield of Worth Esq., eld. son and heir of 15. 
Nicholas Eversfield of Poyle, Surrey who died c. 1551-12y 
and of Johane -, his wife. 
An ironmaster. Named among owneig. of ironworks in Sussex7 
Surrey and Kent, February, 1574. 
1588, contributed aOO to the Armada Loan. 
17. 
13 June, 15952 died. 18* Will and I. P. M. 
Wife. 
19. Bridget -. 
12. Comber, loc. cit.; S. A. C. ý xiv, 3. Note: 
both Horsfield) 
1,4342 an 1--xxi, 148 et seqq ) err 
in describing 
the husband-of the Levett heiress a; "Sir" Thomas 
Eversfield. Sir Thomas Eversfield was the nephew of 
the Thomas Eversfield here in question. This latter 
person was never knighted. (See Comber$ loc. -cit; and 
wills2 and I. P. M's there quoted). 
13- S. A. C. xiv, 101. 
14. H. C. Mý7 C. 27. 
15. Will dt. 13 Sept., 1551, pr. 1 July, 1552, P. C. C. 19 
Powell. 
16. S. A. C., 111,243, and sene Appendix 29. 
17- S-A-C-) 1,32. 
18. Comber2 (Horsham), 90; I. P. M. 7 P. R. O., C. 142/244/103- wilIP. C . C. 42 Scott, & 17 Drake. 19. Comber2 loc. cit. 
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20. Children. 
Thomas 
John 
Education* 
Later Sir Thomas Eversfield of Denne7 Horsham. Aged 
40 and more at father's death. 20. 1599-16oo, Sheriff of Surrey & Sus 
J. P. Sussex, JH? j 1601 and 1602-ýIXOO 16037 knighted. 
1604, bought the Denne property from Stephen Barnham, of 
London and his sons2 for f-5,500. The mansion, which 
is on the south side of Horsham, stands in a deer 
park and was probably built by thgEversfields soon 
after they acquired the property., --io It seems that 
Sir Thomas Eversfield went into residence there 
almost at once since all his children born before 
the purchase are registered as baptised at Worth2 
whereas from 1605 on, the ýre all entered in the 
Horsham Parish registers. 
ý4 
Dead before August7 1612. 
Universities Inns of Court 
Father Perhaps the John Eversfield 
who matric. sizar from Corpus 
Chris , Cambridge2 Michaelmas7 1548-ýý* 
Sons. Perhaps the Thomas Eversfield who 
matric. Fell, Commm. from CýRre 
Coll, Camb., Michs., 1571. "' 
20. 
21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 
Ibid. 
P. R. O. Assiges 35, S. E. Circuit, Sussex2 43 & 44. Described 
on Dorse of Pat. Rolls7 P. R. O. C. 66/1549 and 1594 as 
"of Tilgatell. He resided at this time at Worth7 near 
Tilgatd Forest. 
Shaw) 11,112. 
Elwes, 120. 
Comberg loc. cit.; D. Hurst: History and Antinuities of 
Horshain (1868), 136. 
25. Al-Cant. Pt-12 112112- 
26. Ibide, 
" 
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Marriages of children. 
27. 
Thomas md-(a) Anne, d. of William Morley of Glynde (b) Elizabeth, d. of Ashton Aylesviorth oi 
London. 
John 
Subsidy assessments. 
(As of Buttinghill Hundred2 Lewes Rape) 
28. 18 Elizabeth Mr Eversfield in goods : E28 16s. 
(Apparently no other relevant assessments for this branch of 
the family between 38 Henry VIII and 1-2 Charles I. ) 
.1........ ... 
2g: Comber2 loc. cit. 
2 P*R*0*2 9-. -1-79-/lgO/299. 
510 
FEIMER 
Orip, ins. 
Sir Edward Fenner, Justice of King's Bench from 26 MaY7 
1590, who died 23 Jan-, 1612t and who was a J. P. of Sussex 
for some years under Queen Elizabeth7 and M. P. for Lewes in 
1571 and for Shoreham. in 1572, seems to have come from rather 
an obscure Sussex family. No pedigree is given by either 
Comber or Berry3 there is one compiled by Dallaway7 r,. l, ý` but 
it does not agree with the evidence of the I. P. M's and wills 
examined. A pedigree has therefore been constructed from the 
latter sourcesý ignoring Dallaway's account. 
Sir Edward Fenner is described by Foss as son ofJohn 
Fenner of Crawley, Surrey) apparently an error for Crawley, 
Sussex. 2- Dallaway makes the same error in his tabulated 
pedigree, 3-though elsewhere he refers to the Fenners of 
Crawley "in this county", speaking of Sussex. 4- The evidence 
of the Herald's Visitations shows that the family had7 in 
earlier generations2 been connected with Sussex, and the 
evidence of wills and I. P. Mls seems conclusive as to the 
Sussex origin of Sir Edward Fenner. 5* 
The first Fenner of Crawley$ Sussex, of whom any 
authentic record appears to be available is one, John Fenner, 
whose wýýl was proved in 1513 along with that of his son, 
Thoma This John Fenner's I. P. M. was dated 5 November, 
15139 
It has been suggested that the resemblance between the 
coats of arms of the Fenners and of the Michelborne's of 
Sussex may indicate an early connection between the two 
families. 0- It has also been suggested that the Michelborne 
family might ýave been descended from the Fenners of Fenn 
Place, Worth. 7* The Richelbornes were o of the armigerous 
Sussex families of the 1570 Visitation. 
i8- 
If these suggest- 
ions are worth anything$ the Fenners must have been one of 
the older established families of the county. 
1. J. Dallaway: History of the Western Division of the 
county-of SusseAs (1 815), 1 pt. 2 16. 
2. 9. Foss: J udgeg of E ngland, $vi$ 
152-3- 
3- Dallaway) loc. cit. 
4. Dallaway$ 1)15. See also Horsfield, iis 398; Biwes, 270- 
5. Visitation s- of Susse x, 1530 ec 1611-14. (Harl. Soc. Pubns. 
. liii407-1 80 6 P. C. C. 19 Fetiplace. 
S. R. S., xiv 88. 
-S-A-C 196ý. 
90 -xx-xvii i 30n 10. H. C. HSSIG, 18 and D. 11. 
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Thomas, son of John Fenner vlhose will was proved in 
1513, and whose own will is embodied in that of his father, 
left all his goods to be disposed of by his father and his 
wife. He fs referred to in his father's will as "lately 
deceased"19 1- and he is mentioned in his fatherts I. P. M., 
though here he is called "John". 12. Evidently the same person 
is referred to since both sources mention him as leaving a 
widow, Anne and two sons called John; alsyAnne7 his widow, who 
remarried7 called him Thomas in her will-IL-30 
It is clear therefore thatq by her first husband), Thomas 
Fenner7 Anne had had two sons, both called John. They are 
referred to in their grandfather's I. P. 11 of 1513, as being 
at that time aged 6 and 4 respectively. 
h- 
They are alsinamed 
in their grandfatherts will and in their mother's will. . in 
their grandfather's will it was arranged that certain property 
in Bolney and Ifield including the manor of "Bonewyks" should 
go to their mother Anne, during her lifetime) and then to John 
Fenner2 her yoVager son, with remainder to John7 the elder 
son and heir. 1 The Crawley property being the main family 
residence wouldq in the natural course of things7 go to the 
elder John on his attaining his majority. 
It therefore seems likely that the John Fenner of 
Amberley Esq. whose I. P. M. is dated 26 Sept., 1567, was the 
younger of these two sons, forg among the lands of which he 
had been seized7 according to his I. P. M., were the manors of 
Fishbourne, Bonewikes and Rumbalswike7 though he had sold them 
before his death. 17- He is not likely to have been the elder 
of the two brothers to whom the manor was to revert should his 
younger brother predecease him7 since he would then have been 
possessed of the Crawley property also. Moreover, his heir, 
aged 6 at his degth, was no other than Dudley Fenner, 
the 
Puritan divinell -while the heir to the Crawley property left 
at the decease of John Fe i ner of Crawley, Was the 
future Sir 
Edward Fenner, the Judge. 9- 
These are the grounds for suspecting that Sir Edward 
Fenner the Judge7 was first cousin to Dudley Fenner I the 
Puritan. He may also have been related s ehow to the Thomas 
Fenner who was M. P. for Shoreham, in 1584,? 
8@and 
perhaps also 
to the Joan Fenner who married 2 
into the Shurley and Morley 
families and died before 1569. 
11'. P. C. C. 19 Fetiplace. 
12. S. R. S. , xiv. 88. 13- S. A*C* X? 155 
14. S. R. S., xiv, 88 
15. S. A. C. ) =ii 
i35. 
16.8. R. S. 7 10C. Cit. 17. S. R. S., xiv, 8ý- 
18. D. N. B.. "Dudley Fenner". 
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Both Horsfield and Elwes say that the Fenners of 
Crawley acquired extensive property in the parish of West Wittering7 "before the time of Queen Elizabeth"* 22. 
Whether armigerous. 
Not mentioned in any version of 
but Sir Edward Fenner is named 
culled from the A? itations of 
a few additionse 
the 1570 Visitation of Sussex, 
in the MS containing genealo 'g ie s 1530 and 1633-14 together with 
Members of the family. 
Hev, d of the family in 1580. 
Sir Edward Fenner of Crawley2 Sussex, son of. John Fenner 
of the same whose date of death is unlmown, 4'**and of 
Elinor2 d. of John Gorig of Burton who died in 1520 and 
of Constantia, his wife. 2 . 
1557) admitted Middle Temple. Called to the bar (See 
"Education") 
1571 M. P. Lewes, 2601572) M. P. New Shoreham. 27- 
1576, Bencher and Autumn Reader. 28. o 
NOV., 1577, serjeant-at-law. Acquired a large practice. 
29. 
26 May2 1590, appointed a Judge of Kingts Bench and remained 
one for 21 years. 30- Not a prominent member the court but 
on the commissions for several state trials 
Sf- 
In31603, 
Cecil said he "would never run mad with lea; ningII* 0 
23 JulY) 16032 knighted, as nof Middlesex". 
33- 
19. D. N. B. "Edward Fenner". 
20. The Judge appears to have had two brothers2, both also 
Edward2 both of whose willswere prt, 1614: -(a) Edward 
Fenner of Chichester, gent., P. C. C. 32 Lawe2 and 
(b) 
Edward Fenner Esq., of Hayesq Middlesex) P. C. C. 78 Lawe. 
These had also a brother called Thomas (see P. C. C. 32 Lawe) 
who may have been the M. P. for Shoreham, 1584. See also 
Harl Soc. Pubs. liii, 108. 
21. S. A. C. liii7 119* 
22. Horsfield, 11,39 J, Elwes, 270. 
23. B. M. Harl MS. 1562; Harl Soc. Pubns iiii2 108. 
24. Probably not the J. P. Sussex of 156ý-15683(P. R. O. Assizes, 
35, S. E. Circuit, 7-10) who was more likely John Fenner 
of Amberley whose I. P. M. dt. 1567 (S. *)xivl 89) On the 
1568 Assize Roll he is noted as dead. 
2g. B. & C. 139. 
-oD. cit. 2 Browne Willis2/-1ý31ý1,5, 
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Jan., 1608, received an annuity of : C5O durin ýhe time his 
services on circuit were discontinued. 
54 
1578-1595, J. P., Sussex, usually of the Quorum. 35- Not 
mentioned in the report on the Sussex J. P's in 1587.36. 
23 -Jan. 116127 diedý7*Will dt. 1611, pr. 1612. By this he left his children and goods to the disposition of his eld. son2 Edward Fenner. No mention of his wife. His second son, 
Richard was a witness to the will. Will describes the 
testator as of Hayes2 Middlesex. 38- 
Wife - 
Children - 
Edward Eld. son- Sole executor of father's will. Named also 
in wills of uncles, Edward Fenner of Hayes, Middx. 39. 
and Edward Fenner of Chichester. 40- 
Richard Named as second son and a witness in fatherts will. 
41* 
George N amed in will of uncle2 Edward Fenner of Chichester. 
Anne 42. 
Anne 
Frances 
Elizabeth 
Mary 
27- official -returns. 28. Middle TemDle Ad issions, 1,23- 
29. D. w. B. 
30- Foss op. cit. vil 152-3; D. N. B. 
31- D. N. B. 
32. Cal.. S. P. D., 1601-31 285. 
33- Shaw, 11,113- 
34. D. N-B 
35- P-R-0: Assizesq 35, S. E. Circuit7 Sussex7 20-37. 
36. S. A. C. iij 58 et seqq. 
37. D. N. B. 
38. P. C. C. 1 Fenner. 
39. P. C. C. 78 Lawe 
40. P. C. C. 32 Lawe. 
41. But as "Robert" in his uncles' wills. 
42. See wills, P. C. C. 78 and 32 Lawe. 
- -j ý 
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Education. 
Universities. 
-inns of Court. 
Father Adm, Middle Temple, from 
New Inn,. 16 Oct., 15577 
Barrister by 1570. Bencher 
1576. Autumn Reader, 
1ý76.43- 
Sons Edward, matric. fell. Edwgrd, adm. Middle 4,. comm. from St. Jo%&Temple, 3 July, 1593 
Coll., Camb. 7 c. 159 
Marriages of children. 
Edward md. Katherine -- Issue. 
46. 
Richard 
George 479 Anne md. - Saye. 48. Anne md. - Shelle 4ý9. Frances md -- Waler 
050, Elizabeth unmarried in uncle Edward1s will, pr. 1614 
Hary youngest daughter. 51, 
Subsidy assessments. 
(The identity of the various Fenners mentioned in the Subsidy 
Rolls for Sussex for this period is too uncertain for the 
assessments to be noted. The only one which seems. likely to 
have related to the Judge's family is: - 
(As of Warnham, Hundred of Shinglecross, Bramber5ýape) 
2 Elizabeth John Fenner Esq. in lands ýC20- 0 
439 Middle 
Middle 
Al. Can 
Middle 
Ptcece 
Ibid. I Pecoce 
Pococe 
Ibid. 
Ibid * 
Temple Admissions2 
Temple Records6 
ý-j Pt. 1111213 
Temple Admissions2 
78 Lawe. 
and P-C-C- 32 Lawe. 
78 Lawe. 
32 Lawe. 
il 23; Minutes of Parliament) 
171- 
-A. 
A 
W"X 
45 
46. 
47. 
48. 
49. 
50. 
51. 
52. 
it 65. 
P. R. O., E. 179/190/268. Perhaps the Judge's father. 
EITZALAN3 Earl of Arundel. 
OriRins. 
Henry Fitzalan, Earl of Arundel, who died on the 24 
February 1580, was the 
' 
last heir male of the house of Fitzalan, 
Earls of Arundell who had enjoyed that title since the 
thirteenth century. The Fitzalans had originally been feudal 
lords of Clun and Oswestry in co. Salop, but the marriage of 
one of them to a coheiress of Hugh d'Lubigny, the last of the 
Earls of Arundel of that name, brought their son the Castle 
and Honour of Arundel which had been part of the d'Aubigny 
inheritance7 and2 to his descendants, the title itself. 1- 
The connection of the Fitzalans with Sussex was, therefore, 
by the 16th century, one of fairly long standing. Of the other 
Elizabethan peers whose main residence was within the county, 
only the Sackvilles, recently ennobled, and the Wests, Barons 
De la Warr, could make similar claims. For, although it is 
true that the Percies2 Earls of Northumberlandq had held 
extensive lands in the Honour of Petworth since the 12th 
century, it was not until the 16th century that they showed 
signs of preferring to reside there rather than at their 
native Alnwick, 2. 
Like all great landowners of the period, the Fitzalans, 
Earls of Arundell had property scattered through numerous 
counties. Between 1485 and 1547, they held property in 13 
counties apart from Sussex. But, even so, the bulk of it lay 
in that county; of 131 manors and 3 religious houses held by 
them at some time within that perý? dj 58 manors and the 3 
religious houses were in Sussex. 
Members of the family. 
Head of the familv in 1580.4. 
Henry Fitzalang 12th Earl of Arundell only S. of William 
Fitzalanj llth Earl of that name2 who died 23 Jan-715442 
and-of Lady Anne Percy, d. of Henry 5 
Percy2 4th Earl of 
Northumberland. She died in 1552. - 
c. 101, born. Godson of Henry VIII. 
6. 
G. E. C., it 239 and 237 for pedigree. See also 2311note b, 
showing that in 1433 it was. conceded by the crown that the 
Earldom was one of tenure, depending on the tenure of the 
Lordship of the Castle of Arundell and2 since this ruling 
was retrospective, the son of Hugh d'Aubignyls coheiress 
was de jure the first Fitzalan to hold the title. However, 
neither he nor his son was known by this title during his 
/contd. 
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1532, accompanied Henry VIII to France 
. 
1540-'3, Lord Deputy of Calais. 
4 Feb., 1541, Henry granted the site of the late Priory of Michaelham, to his father, William Fitzalan, Earl of AriLndel, who in turn "bar ained and sold" to the king 
property in West Sussex, 0 
15447 K. G. Stormed Boulogne. On his return to -England, was created Lord Chamberlain, which office he retained under Edward VI. 
July, 1546. Privy Councilor. 
Joined Warwick against Somerset but was removed by 
Warwick from-. the Council. Next allied himself-with 
Somerset. On Somerset's fall, he was imprisoned and fined. 
A strong supporter of Mary for whom he raised the City 
against Northumberland. He captured Northumberland. 
Held various offices under Mary including that of Lord 
Steward of the Household. 
1554-15, conveyed Michaelham to the Crown in exchange for other 
lands. 8. 
1558 At the accession of Elizabeth, was Lord Steward of the 
Household and Privy Councillor. 
1559 Chancellor of Oxford University. 
1559-1571 and 1573 - 1579, J-P- for Sussex. of the Quorum. 
90 
5 March7 1559, wrote to Cecil that he had given the office of 
Steward of the lands of the Duchy of Lancaster in 
Sussex to Sir Richard Sackville. 10- 
continued 
lifetime, though the grandson was apparently formally 
created an Earl, probably of Arundel, not of Sussex 
as Glover says, in 1239, and was generally Imown as 
the Earl of Arundel during his lifetime. 
2. See notes OR the Percy amily;. 3- H. Miller: dr Peerag . 485-1-5-42, 
(London, M. A. 
theds) Addit'-Appx. sub 'Fitzalan'. 
4. Henry Fitzalanj Earl of Arundel, died in Feb. 1580 and 
is therefore included in this survey as well as his heirt 
Philip Howard. 
5. G. E. C., ij 250. 
D. N. 13. When no other reference is given in the following 
biography2 either this authority or G. E. C. 12 250 et 
se 7 has been used. S. 
!C 
-160. 7- . .7 vil 159 8. Ibid. 
9. P. R. O. Assizes, 35 S. E. Circuit2 Sussex2 1-131 and 15-21. 
10. Cal. S. P. D., 1547-1ý, Q) 153. 
.. --. --- --. Od 
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26 Nay, 1559, on list of Lords Lieutenant as Lord Lieutenant 
of Sussex. 
20 April, 1560, Lord John Grey wrote to Cecil of the danger to England of "the Philippians" both abroad and on the Queents Council; among these he numbered the Earl of Arundel. He said that the queen should take more stringent 
measures about them for' the sake of GodIs cause, the 
Commonwealth's safety and her own surety2 and either banish t em to their own houses or wipe them out of her Councj. l. 
ý2. 
18 May7 1560, in a letter to Sir Thomas Parry he mentioned that 
he was expecting oneg Thomas Stoughton to come to him 
shortly. The latter was later Controller to the Earl of 
Arundel. 13-, 
c. 1560, an arrangementwas made for an exchange of lands between the Queen and the Earl of Arundel. Certain of 
the queen's lands in Sussex, including the manor of 
Halfnaked and the parsonage of Boxgrovej were to go him 
in exchange for some lands of his in other counties. 
c. 1560, referred to by Arthur Gounter in a conversation with 
George Cotton concerning the question of the Queen's 
marriage2 as being very powerful, rd having many supporters 
and as being a rival to Dudley. 1 
1564, resigned the Lord Stewardship of the Houshold; resigned 
from the Council I and went out of favour - 13 October, 1565, wrote to Cecil thanking him for his letter 
and saying he wished he could serve the Queen as she 
needed; declaring himself ready to serve her to the best 
of his ability if he were needed; and saying he would 
have been Court but for the physic given him by his 
doctors. ldt 
in 26 Dec., 1567,, wrote to Cecil thanking him for news includ 9 
that of Henry Cobham's journey to negotiate a marriage 
between the Queen and the Archduke Charles) but he hinted 
that he was not much interesýgd in thisq especially now 
that he was "further off". -L[,, 
1569, fell under suspicion for participating in schemes for a 
marriage between Nary Queen of Scots and the Duke of 
Norfolk2 Arundells former son-in-law. 
25 Sept, 1569, summoned by the Queen for interrogation, and, 
together with Lord Lumley and the Earl of Pembroke, was 
subj ected to examination. Confined to hi§ own house and 
in October and December was re-examined. 10- 
11. For his tenure of the Lord Lieutenancy of Sussex, see 
Appendix 1. 
19- T4. M. C. Hntfleld MSS. 1.212. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
19: 
P. D: -, 53 - Hatfield MSS, i; 256. 
.9 xxiiiq 5-6 and see notes on Gounter family. 
. Hatfie, l. d_MS I 11 323- t 
E: I' 
M; 
428)438tA-56. D. N. B. 
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Oct. 7 Rumoured that Lord De la Warr had charged the Earl of Arundel with treason2 but this was denied by Lord De 
la Warr . 
190 20. 
Deco) 15692 denied any connivance at the Northern Rebellio 1570: restored to the Council by the influence of Leicester. Opposed the Alencon match. 
2 settled the Honour) Castle and town of Arundel and various 
other lands on himself for life, with the remainder to 
John) Lord Lumley, his son-in-law, and Jane$ his wife, 
and subsequently to Philip Howard, Earl of Surrey, and Anne, his wife, and their heirs, and to ±be Duke of 
Norfolk, Philipis father2 and his heirs.; '-'2* 
May, 1571, Bishop of Ross arrested. On examination, made 
confessions concerning the Ridolfi plot) implicating 
many people, including the Earl of Arundel. 23- 24. September 15712 Earl of Arundel placed under house arrest* 
c. Jan, 1ý721 after the execution of the Duke of Norfolk, was 
set at liberty. 25. 
February, 1580, dieg at Arundel House in the Strand. Buried 
at Arundel. 2. Will. 27- 
There are various references in the State Papers to a 
debt of the Earl's to the Crown, and also One concerning 
the state of his lands at his death together'with a 
petition about these from Lord Lumley to the Queen. 28. 
Wives. 
1) Catherine, d. of Thomas Grey, 2nd Marquess of Dorset by his 
second wife, Margaret, d. of Sir Robert Wootton Catherine 
was aunt of Lady Jane Grey. She died, 1 May, 1ý32.29. 
2) 19 Dec., 1545, md. Mary, widow of Robert Radclyffe, Earl 
of Sussex, d. of Sir John Arundell of Lanherne, Cornwall, 
by his second wife2 Katherine, d. of Sir Thomas Grenville 
of Stow, Devon. No issue. She died at Arundel House, 
Strand, 20 Oct., 1557. Of a scholar disposition. Many 
of her MSS are in the Royal Library. 
ý611 
19. H. M. C. Hatfield MSS2 ij 428,432,436. 
20. Op. cit, 449. 
21. D. N. B. 
22. 
, 
R. S. 2 xix, 10; see also 9. 23. D. N. B. 
- sub 
"John Leslie"; H. M. C. Hatfield MSS, 17526) 
7,726,544 et seqq., 546 et seqq., 549. 572 
24. D. N. B., sub "Henry Fitzalan". 
25. Ibid. 
26. Ibid.; for a description of his funeral and the names of 
the chief mourners, see S. A. C. xii, 261-t2; his tomb) ' Soh*C97 iiit78-85. His portrait at Parham, S-A-C. -Xxvil3- 27- Dt. 30 Dec., 1579; pro27 Feb., 1580. P. C. C. 1 Arundell, 
28. Cal. S. P. D., 12ý2-180 454,488,6391640- 
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Children. 
Henry Styled Lord Maltravers. Only s. and h. app. Born, 1538-, 
20 Feb., 1547, knighted as a K. B. 
Was sent as an ambassador to the King of Bohemia 
caught af ever and q 
Brussels, aged 18. _,!. 
p. and v-P., 30 June, 155ý at 
Joan (or Jane) Elder d. and coh. She was one of the 6 principal 
ladies who sat in the third chariot of state at the 
Coronation of Queen Mary; her scholarship made her 
eminent amonS the well-educated ladies of the time. 
Died, 1576.2. 
Mary Younger daughter. 1540$ born. Died in childbedt 25. Aug., 
1557 at Arundel House, Strand in her 17th year. 33- 
Educgtiori. 
Universities. Inns of-Court. 
Father (High Steward of Oxf. 
Univ-7 1555-t9 d 
_tq . 
)34. Chancellor, 154an 
Son I^ ýatric. from 
Queenst . ---Coll., Cambe 
Easter 1549.35 
MarriaRes of children. 
Henry Lord Maltravers2 md. Ann, wid. of Sir High Rich, 3rd 
d. and coh. of Sir John Wentworth of Gosfield Essex. 
She remd. after his death, between 1573 and 1ý80, 
William Deane. She was bur. 10 Jan., 1581 at 
Gosfield "Ann, Lady Maltravers, uxor William Deane 
Esq. ". 39? 
Joan2 or Jane md. John, Lord Lumley as his first wife. 
No 
issue. 37- 
Mary md. on or before 30 Mch. 11555 as his 
first wifei 
Thomas Howard, Duke of Norfolk. Issue, one son, 
Philip Howard, later Earl of Arundel. Born 28 June 7 
1557 at Arundel House, Strand. 
38* 
29. G E. C., 1 251. 
30. Op. cite, 
G B C 
2ý2 and see note a. 
i 2ý2 31- . . ., l - 32. Op. cit., 253o and G. E. C., viii, 278 note. 
33- G. E. C., ix, L3 
34. 
35- 
Al. ox., 
Al. CWt 
11 502 
I 
ýt. 12ii, 145. 
369 GBC j il 252. 37- 
38 
: G: E: C 1 G E. C. 
12 2530 viii 278. 
254 i iX t23 - . , j l 2 9 
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FORD, (or Forde). 
Origins. 
"The Fords who made UP Park their residence and built a 
mansion therein were a branch of an old Devonshire family, but 
acquired in Sussex considerable eminence) and were conspicuous for their loyalty7l' says Elwes. 1- Up Park lies on a high 
northern shoulder of the West Sussex Downs above the village of South Harting, not far from the Hampshire border. From this 
height and between the beechwoods and hazel copses where deer 
are still preserved, there is a magnificent view northwards towards the Surrey border and eastwards in the direction of Midhurst. It was here that the Fords came to settle in the 
mid -16th century2 and it was in the shingle-spired church 
at the foot of Harting hill that most of them were buried) as 
a mural brass in the south wall testifies. "Here lyeth the 
bodyes of these Fords, " it says2 and below are given their 
names, with some omissions, down to Catherine) daughter and 
heiress of Sir Edward Ford who died in 1670- Itwas she who 
carried the Ford property into the Grey family by magying as 
her second husband, Ralph7 2nd Baron Grey of Werke. 
Although this family was connected with Sussex for less 
than a century and a half, they achieved within that time a 
position of some importance there and were among the outstanding 
Royalist families in the county at the time of the Civil War. 3- 
The forbears of this particular branch of the Fords came 
from Kingston, Surrey. 4- The first of these to come to Sussex 
was Erasmus Ford who died on the 21st July, 1533 and was buried 
at Kingston where a brass commermoratOs4ý him. He is described 
in the inscription to his eldest son in Harting Church as 
"of Thames Ditton in Surrey" so that his link with Sussex must 
have been somewhat tenuous. By his wife, Juliaq daughter and 
coheiress of Willia; i Salford of Derbyshire, he had two sons and 
four daughters. The two sons, Edmund, the elder and Erasmus', 
were botl) resident in Harting. 5- Edmund wag MJ. for Midhurst 
in 1547, t)-a J. P. early in Elizabethts reign; (- and head of the 
1. Elwes, 114-115. 
2. S-A-C 1 lxxv, 184-15. 3- Elwes; loc. cit.; S. A. C., vi 35; xxviiit 110 et seqq. 
4. W. S. C. R. O., Comber's unpubd. notes for Sussex Genealogies, vii. (Midhurst), based on Visitations, I. P. Mls2 fines etco 
Ibid. 
6. Offici-al returns. 
7. /P. R. O. Assizes, 35, S-E-Circuitj Sussex, 1-6. In the bishopb 
1559-164/ 
letter of 1564 he was discribed as a J. P. who was a 
I'myslyker of religion and godlye procedin s" and as ýIextremely perverse" (21mden Misc., ix, 105 
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family until his death before 1579 when his will was proved. 
8. 
His wife, Joan, daughter and heiress of John Cheeseman of Lewishamt Kent, bore him a son who seems to have predeceased his father2 and three daughters. 9- Two of these survived their father as his coheiresses2 Magdalen marrying John Ford, 
a kinsman) of the Devonshire stem, and Dorothy marrying Francis Fortescue, gent. 9 of Fawkesborney Essex. The Fortescue couple gradually alienated their share of the Harting property2 some of it going to Magdalen and John who continued in res f dence at Up Park, John being head of the family there in 1580.0* 
Whether armi-gerous. 
N ot found on the College of Arms versions of the 1570 Visita- tion or in Phillipst version. But the are found in Richard 
Turpeyn, the Windsor Herald's version. 
ll*They 
are also found 
in a veTpion preserved in the library of Queen's College, 
Oxford. -Lde They are fouid in the College of Arms MS version 
of the 16a5 Visitation. 3- In another 113 version of the 1634 
Visitation appears a certificate datod 15 Dec., 1615, which 
describes the family as "Antiquq generis dignitate Moruisse 
in Devonia et Sussex. " 14. 
Members-of the family. 
Head of the family in-1580. 
John Ford of Harting and of Wenham in Rogate Esq. , son of John Ford by a d. of - Apleton and grandson of John Ford of 
co. Devon by Mary2 d. and heiress of - Claverton. 
5. 
1568, plaintiff in fine for Harýing2 Edmund Ford) his father-in- 
law, being the deforciant. 1- 
1582/37 plaintiff in fine for South Harting manor and moiety 
of E. Harting and Wenham, Franýis Fortescue and Dorothy, his 
wife, being the deforciants. 191 
1583, deforciants in fine for manor of West Harting? FTanc s 
Fortescue and Dorothy2 his wife2 being plaintiffs. 
'B' 
21 Nov. ) 1583, d ed. Bur. in the Temýle church, London. 
M*I. 
at Harting* 1ý. Wjjl. 20. I. p. M. 2* 
8. P-C 0 C. 37 Bakon. 9. Comber, loc. cit. 
IO. Comber, loc. cit., Elwest 113-114. See also notes on the 
Fortescue family. 
U. B. M. Harl. MS) 17,0657 f. 15. 
12. Queen's Coll, Oxf-jLib., IIS H- 30, no. c. =i. See S. A. C. 
xxxixl 105. 
13. HoC. MS, C. 27* 
14. B. M. Harl. MS) 110842,11 f. 41. 
15. Comber, loc. cit. 
16. Ibid. 
17-51-HI-S-i xx) 408 and 471, 
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Wife. 
Magdalen, d. and cOh. of Edmund Ford of Harting; (v. supra)* 22. 
She re-married Henry Knevett of Warwickshire. M. I. at Harting. 
_Child 
enl. 
William Later Sir William Eyd of Harting. Aged 12 years 
on 15 Sept , 1592. . Deforciant in fines for Harting, M5/6 and 1649.24. Will as of Ockham, 
Surrey, dt. 20 Sept., 1651, pr. 11 May2 1652 25; 
M*I. at Harting. 2be Referred to as "a soap 
proJector". 276 
Edmund 28. John Of Harting, gent. Will pr. 1642s 
Education. 
Unive sities. 
Father 
Sons 
Marriages of children. 30- 
Inns of Court- 
William, adm Inner 29. 
Temple, Nov.; 1597- 
William md. at Harting in 1597, Ann, youngest daughter of 
Sir Edward Caryll, knt. ) of Harting) by 
Philippa, 
his 2nd wife, d. of James Gage of Bentley. 
Edmund 
John 
18. S. R. S. 1 XXI 479. 19. Comber, loc. cit. 
20. 
21. 
P. C. C. 
P. R. O., 
17 Butts* 
C- 142/232/27 and 76ý also C. 142/226/124. 
22. 
23. 
Comber 
See fa 
loc. cit. Uetill I. P. 11.1; also P. R. O., Wards 5.43, Pt. 2. 
24. Comber, loc. cit. 
25. P. C. C. 111 Bowyer. 
26. S. A. C. 7 A C S 
lxxv 184. 
4ý 27. .2 . . . v, 28. Chiches ter wil . ls, M. 
Dean, 10 
29. Middle Temple Admissions, 148. 
30- Comber7 loc. c 
j 
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Subsidy assessmeats. 
(As of Eseborne, Hundred of Eseborne, Chichester Rape. 
38 Henry VIII Edmund Ford, gent., in lands : C60. 
ýlw 
(As of Harting, Hundred of Dumpford, Chichester Rape. 
2 Elizabeth Edmund Ford Esq., in lands f. 5o. 
ý2. 
(Commissioner) 
Erasmus Ford, gent. Z-his brother_7 ": C4 
14 Elizabeth Joan Ford, widow, in lands f-10 33 Erasmus Ford,. Z"brot-in-lawý-7 in lands : C5. 
(As of E. Harting, Hundred of Dumpford, Chichester Rape. ) 
1-2 Charles I, Sir William Ford knt., in lands : C20. 
(Commissioner3 
- Edmund Ford Z brother_7 in lands : C2.34. 
31. P. R. O., E- 179/190/225. 
32. E- 179/190/264. 
33. E. 179/190/283. 
34. E. 179/191/377a. 
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FORTESCUb". 
Origins. 
Francis Fortescue Esq. who was a J. P. of Sussex in 1585 
and who was dropped from the Commission in 1587, was an Essex 
man who had married Dorothy one of the two daughters and 
coheiresses of Edmund Ford 
ýsq. 
of Harting-who died in about 
1579-1* By this marriage, he acquired a share in the Harting 
property of the Fords, but this was soon alienated I much of it to his brother-in-law, John Ford, who married Magdalen, 
Dorothy's sister2 and some to the Carylls of Harting (q. v. ) 
It seems likely that Francis Fortescue was resident in 
Harting in about the year 1580 since his father-in-law died 
only the previous year, and he himself and his wife were 
engaged in property transactions in Harting until at least 
15 4. Probably the connection of the Fortescues with Sussex 
was very brief, and did not long survive Francis Fortescu I IS 
omission from the Sussex Commission of the Peace in 1587- 
His son and heir by Dorothy, his wi-To., is described in the 
Essex Visitations as of 'Falbornel (sic, - i. e. Fawkesborne)7 
Zssex, Esq., where his father came from. 3- 
It may be that Francis Fortescue was excluded from the 
Commission for reasons additional to that given. The certifi- 
says he was dropped cate concerning the Sussex J. P's in 1587, , 41 because he was tgreatly behindhand through suits in law 
It appears also that he was a harbourer of at least one 
recusant, a schoolmaster whom he employed to educate his own 
children. 
Whether armigerous. 
Not in thý. Sussex Visitations, but the family appeýrs in those 
of Essex. 
Members of the familv. 
Head of the family in 1ý80. 
Francis Fortescue Esq. of Fawkesborne7 Essex2 and sometime 
of Harting7 Sussex, Esq. 2 son of Henry Fortescue 
Esq. 
Fawkesborne7 and of -, d. of - Stafford of Bradfield. 
1. See notes on Ford family. 
2. But Francis Fortescue was appointed overseer to the will of 
Erasmus Ford7 his father-in-law, dt. 4 July, 1587- P-C-C- 
802 Rutland. 
3- Visitations of Essex, (Harl. Soc. Pubns. 9 xiii, 398, xiv, 571) 4. S. A. 112 60. 
gee note 3- 
Ibýd. 
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16 August, 1580, mentioned in a certificate concerning 
recusants in the Deanery of Midhurst- 11mr Smyth r-* 
scholemaster to the children of Mr Fortescue, gent-I 
hath absented himself from divine service by te space 7. 
of one whole yere and for the same standyth excommunicatV 
Another entry2 apparently also belonging to 1580, in 
"The certificate of such a refuse to come to Church 
within the Archdeaconrye of Chichester", says7 "One 
Smyth, a scoller of the parish of Harting, is a. 
fugitive from place to place -g. and a great seducer of 
others; could not be found. " 
1585, J. P. Sussex7 and sometime of the Quorum. 
9. 
1587, reported as having been dropped from the Commission of 
the Peace beca he was "greatly behindhand through 
suits in lawlI. H8. 
15727 He and his wife were deforciants in fine for a moiety 
of South Harting manor7 E. Harting7 W. Harting and 
Wenham; 15787 deforciants for a moiety of E. Harting 
manor; and in 1582/3 for S. Harting, E. Harting and 
Wenhamj- the plaintiffs being John Ford and Magdalen 
his wife, brother-in-law and sister-in-law to Francis 
Fortescue. 15837 plaintiffs in fine for manor of 
W. Harting, (John Ford and Magdalen, defoýýiants)7 but 
deforciants in fine for the same in 1584. -'--Lo 
8 July, 15882 died. 12. I. p. M. 
Wife. 
Dorothy, 2nd do and coheiress of Edmund Ford of Harting Esq. 1-4. 
and of Joan2 do and heiress of John Chejjan of Levisham2 
Kent. ' 
She was mentioned in her father's will. 
Dhildren. 
Edmund Later of Fawkesborne, Essex, Es 
15*Deforplant in 
fine for manor of W. Harting2 1ýýO & 1592110 
Dorothy ) 17o 
Elizabeth) Mentioned in grandfather's will 
7. WoSoCoR. O. 2 D. RoO. 9 90/1/'377 fo 
57.. 
8o Ibido, f. 2. 
9.7.11.0. Assizes 35 S. Eocircuitj Sussex, 27; (no. 26 is 
missing -for 15863; Boll. Lansd. MSo 737s f. 158bo 
10. B. M. Lansd. MS2 121ý f. 65; SoA. C. 112 60. 
also Cal-S. P. D. 11. S_R xix, 145; =1 4082 471-1 479o See týea_O 
2 702. 12. ee S. R. =iii, 23- 
226 
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Education. 
n2iversities. Inns of Court. Father Matric. pens. from St. Perhap, ý adm. Gray's Inn) John's Camb., Easter, 1562. -LJ o 
Son 
1555.18? 011' 
Edmund, late of New Inn) 
adm. Middle emple, 18 
Nov-ý 1583.2F. 
Marriages of---children. ? 
Subsidy assessmentso Apparently not assessed in Sussex. 
13. B. & C. ) 182; Harl. Soc. Pubns. xiv, 571- 14. P-C-C- 37 Bakon. 
15. Harl. Soc. 
-Pubns.. 
loc. cit. 
16. S. R. S. xx, 480. ' 
17- See note 14. 
18. Al-Cant., Pt. l, ii2159- 
19. Ibid.; Gray's Inn Admissions 31. 
20. R-iddle Temple Admissions, -I, 52. 
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GAGE. 
Origins. 
According to Horsfield, this was a family of Norman 
extraction which, to begij with, held lands in the Forest of 
Dean and Gloucestershire. * The name "Gaugy" does appear in 2. Leland's list of companions in arms ofIlilliam, the Conqueror. 
However2 the pedigree of the family of Gage, settled in Sussex 
in the 16th century, does not appear to have been traced back 
further than John2 -son of John Gage who lived in the time 
of Henry IV, - who married Joan7 daughter and coheiress of 3. John Sudgrove of Sudgrove in the county of Gloucestershire. 
Their son, also John2 acquired great honour) says Camden2 from 
a marriage with a coheiress of the family of St. Clere2 and 
also, incidentally, a share of the St. Clere estate sl 4. including lands in Worth and East Grinstead in Sussex. 
The family seat of the Gages in the 16th centuryq Firle, 
came to them by the marriage of William Gage, son of Sir John 
Gage who died in 1486 and the St. Clere heiress, to Agnes, 
daughter of Bartholomew BQlney of Bolney, Sussex. Bartholomew 
Bolney had adquired the tenancy of the manor of Firle 3. 
about 1440, and his daughter carried this to the Gages. 
3o 
Her 
husband, William Gagelwas of Burstow, Surrey, where his son 
and heir was born in 1479.6* This son, the future Sir John 
Gage7 pghaps the first conspicuous member of this important 
familY2 *appears to have been the one to take up resideneg. at 
Firle. At any rate, he was the first to be buried there. 
This Sir John Gage was eminent as a general and statesman 
in the reigns of Henry VIII) Edward VI and early in that of 
Mary. Under Henry VIII he served in the French wars and was, 
at that timej. Controller of the Household, Chancellor of 
the 
Duchy of Lancaster and Constable of the Tower of London7 which 9. 
last office he continued to hold in the two succeeding rj6gns- 
Henry VIII caused his portrait to be pqjnted by Holbein. * 
Under Mary he became LordlFhamberlain. j- . He was also, for a 
time, a Privy Councillor. 9 It has been said that he wait,. 
undoubtedly2 the most popular "county man" of his time. J 
1. Horsfield, : L, 338- 
2. S. A. C. ) xxiv 11 et seqq. 3* Ibid.; see aso B. &C 295. 
4. W., Camden: Brittania, U806 ed. ), i, 271-, B. & C.,, loc. cit. 
The marriage was between Sir John Gage who d. 14-867 and 
Eleanor, 3rd d. and coh. of Thomas St. Clere 
Lsq. 
B- & C-i lOc-cit-; S-A-C-1 xviii, 18n; The ownership of 
the manor of West Firle was not acquired by the Gage 
family until 1788. A- Oswald: "Firle Place, Sussex, 
(Country Life, 17 Feb., 1955,481. ) 
6. B. & C*7 lOc-cit.; S. N. Q ij 262. 
7- Horsfield2 oc. cit 1 "; Xxiv, 12. 
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He was a county M. P. for Sussex from 1529 to 1536.14. 
Sir John Gage did much to build up the family fortunes 
from the spoils of the Dissolution. In 1542, the siýý. of the 
house of the Grey Friars at Lewes was leased to him. -L; '* After 
the Dissolution, Cambwell Abbey in Goudhurst2 Z-Kentý_71 which 
was dedicated to St. Mary Magdaleý6. was granted to him. Its 
clear income then was f-80-17.54ado Sir John too2 was one of 
the Commissioners for the Dissolution of Battle Abbey and7 as 
such, was partly responsible for the defamatory report on the 
character of the Abbot and monks sent in to Cromwell. It was 
said ij this report that only worthless stuff was to be found 
there. 7* The bulk of the Abbey property was granted by the 
King to Sir Anthony Browne2 Henry VIII's Masteg of the Horse, 
who married Alice7 daughter of Sir John Gage. 1 - But the 
Abbey's sword of maintenance went to Sir Jo,, qgGage and remained 
with his descendants until the 19th century. Also2 part of 
the Abbey property was granted to him in 15407 including 
A-1ciston manor. 2 a Further2 some of the manors and lands of 
Bayham, Abbey2 surrendered voluntarily in'1525, came eventually 
to Sir John Gage by royal grant. The lands of this house had) 
at first and immediately after its suppression$ been granted,, 
in 15262 to the Dean and canons of Wolseyls college at Oxford. 
On Wolsey's fall in 1530, the estates reverted to the CrqVn 
and some were then granted by the King to Sir John Gage., -. L* 
However, Sir John does not seem to have intended to 
appropriate all the ecclesiastical property he acquired for his 
own benefit. He wrote a letter to Cromwell after the Dissolu- 
tion requesting permission to rent certain lands7 lately the 
property of Lewes priory, "not for covytys to make myself 
riche", but to help keep the poorhouse which he had establisheE 
8, M. I., - see B. & C., loc-cit.; also li_ý__1530 Visitation of 
Sussex as of Firle - S. A. C. 7 xxxix, 105. 9. Horsfield, loc. cit.; S. A. C. xxiv, 12; B. & C-7 loc. c 
10. S. A. C., xxiv, 12. 
11. Horsfield, 1,338-9. 
12. S. A. C. 7 xxiv, 12. 
13. S-A-C-r xxiv7 13. 14. S. A. C. xxxii, 158. 
15. B. A. C. 2 xiii733. 16. S. A. C,. 7 ix, 148. B. H. Cal. of Gage Muniments, 11172. 17 S. AX*7 xvii, 48n.; vii, 227. 
18: .7 xvii, 48n. 19. S. A. C., xvii 52. 
20. S. N. Q. ) i) 2t. 21. T. C. 2 lviii, 154; S. R. S. ) xixj 28. 22. S. A. C. 2 X, 990 
--------- 
-- __ 
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Apart from former monastic lands, there were other royal 
grants to Sir John Gage2 including the manor of Haresfield, 
and the manor of Shovelstrode in East Grinstead which had 23, belonged to John Aske Esq., before the latter's attainder. 
Sir John also acquired lands by purchýa?, including some of 
the liest property in Excete, Sussex. 
The inventory of Sir John Gage's household goods, 
annexed to his will, shows him to have been 119,? xtensive 
farmer for those days" and a man of substance. But 
apparently he was of a generous disposition for he directed 
in his will that his gold collar of the Garter was to be sold 
and that the proceeds were to go to the poor who should attend 
his funeraI7 and the phabitants of 40 parishes in and near 
where his lands lay. 2 
Sir John Gage died on 18 April, 1556. His two eldest 
sons by his marriage to Philippa, daughter of-Sir Richard 
Guldeford, Rnt., were Sir Edward Gage who succeeded his 
father at Firle, and James7 who founded a younger branch of 
the family at Bentley in Framfield, and who was a J. P. in 
1560.27. Bentley originally possessed a large mansion and a 
very extensive park in the time of the Gages farm house is 
all that now remains of the original mansion: 28ý James Gage, 
like his father, took advantage of the times to amass 
property. For instance, in 1543, on the attainder of Sir 
Nicholaz Carew, he bought the manor of Wartling from the 
Crown. 4ý1- 
Sir Edward Gage who was aged 53 at his father's death2 
had been a Commissioner for the ? llection of Church plate 
under Henry VIII and Edward vi. 36 Under Mary, he was 
Sheriff in 1557, and as such took part in measures against 
Protestants. 31. He was a J. P. in Elizabeth's reign down to 
1564, when he was reported in the bishop's letteK to be a 
I'myslyker of religion and godlye proceedings". 322- Itwas his 
eldest son, John Gage Esq. of Firle, who was head of the 
senior line of the family in 1580. 
In the Elizabethan period, the Gages both of Firle and 
of Bentley, were among the leading recusant families of the 
county. 
23- S-A-C 7 xiv, 157; xx 141. 24. S. A. C: 2 lviii2 149-1ý0 25. S. A. C:, xly, 115-127, ; c, 67. 
26. S-A-C I xxiv, 12. 27. B. 6: C., 102-cit.; P. R. O., Assizes, S. E. Circuit, 
oussex, 2. 
28. S. iv, 298. 
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Whether armigerous. 
Mentioned in the 1530 Visitation of Sussex. 33. it It " 1570 Visitation, in Richard Turpeyn, the 
Windsor Herald's version. 34.35. 
Mentioned in the 1634 Visitation. 
Gaze of Firle. 
Ileinbers of the family. 
Head of the f amilv in 1580. 
John Gage Esq. of Firle, eld. s. and h. of Sir Edward Gage, (v. supra) who died 26 Dec., 15672 and of his wife, 
Elizabeth, d. of John Parker Esq. of Ratton. 36. 
M. P. 2 Lewes, 1557 -t8.37. 
Aged 30 at fatherts death in 1567.38. 
Held lands in Sussex, Surrey nnd Norfolk. Held 1 forge & 
1 furnace in Sussex, C- 1574 . 
39 
A prominent Sussex recusant. 
26 Oct., 1577, listed as such in the diocesan return to he 
Privy Council. Lands valued at f-400 and goods at : C500*4ýe 
In this return were also entered his mother, "The Lady 
Gage of Alciston", his younger brother, IIIIr Thomas Gage'12 
and his cousin, IIYIr Edward Gage of Bentley Esq-" (q. v. 
1580, he,. together with various relatives, entered in 
recusancy return for the parish of 11pst Firle, rural deanery 
of Pevensey2 Archdeaconry of Lewes. '%Io In a similar entry7 
of the same date2 noted that "John Gage of the parish of 
West Fyrles Esq. in lands vic marks, in goods$ vc li, was 
sent up to the LL. of hir Majesty's Privy Consell and 
remayneth at their lordshLpý disposition-" Other recusant 
relatives also mentioned. 43- 13 August, 1580, committed to the Fleet. 
June, 1581, entered into bond to return to the place in 
London where he was when committed) after visiting his 
29. S. A. C., viii, 122. 
30- B. &-C-; loc. cit; S-A-C-7 liii, 209. 
31. S-A-C) xxiv, 13: H-M-C- 7th Report, 614a, 665b. 
32. P. R. O. Assizes, I.. 
15TT-M-Circuit, -Sussex, 1-6. Bishop's 
letter, (. 9amden 
Imisce) 
iX7 10) 
S. A. C x 105. 1Mq-AaA. XMXSxi 
1 
171 0651f. 15b* 
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house in the country until the end of J 44. 
2 August, 15812 sent back to the Fleet. 4ujY-0 
4 August, 1581, after giving a bond to the Privy Council for 
: F-1,000 for 4 ýýe fulfilment of certain conditions, was set at liberty. * 
15857 along with other recusants in Surrey & Sussex, was 
required to furnish light horses for the Queen's use as a token of goodwill. Objected that he had already been rated in Middlesex. gor two light horses and had paid f-50 
composition. We 
Sept. 1586 sent either to the Clink or the Counter in Wood 
Street. 46. 
Nov., 1587, in a note concerning the annual rents & revenues 
of Sussex recusants, and the value of their goods, was 
estimated at ; C800 for the former--,, "whereof 200 li ý? in 
right of his wife'12 and at 1000 li for the latter. 4 
Jane, 15902 committed to the Tower,, 500 
35- H-C-MSI C-27. 
36. B. & C., loc. cit. 
37- Official Returns. 
38- B. & C., loc. cit. 
39- B. & C. ) loc. cit. and see Appendix 29. For a reference to his manor of Crabhouse in Norfolk, leased to his brother 
Thomas and another, and. sold in 1570, see B. H. Cal. of 
Gage Muniments. GCj nos. 18-21. 
40. C. R. S., xxii, 80; and W. S. C. R. O., D. R. O. 7 90/l/37, f. 8. 41. Ibid., f. 4. 
42. Ibid. 7 f. l. 43- A. P-C.. 152ý0-11,152. 
44. A. P-C-31ý81-12- 
- 
94. 
45. Ibid. )148-19. 46. Ibid. 
47- Cal. S. P. D. 3 1281-1ý901 276. 48. B. M. Harl-MS 703 f*23b 0 
49. B. M. Lansd. IIS 
ý3 
art. 69 
50. A. P. C. 3 1590-11)20ý. 
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Mch., 15917 proceedings against him by Topcliffe referred to in. the State Papers. I-las removed to the bishop's palace 
at Ely wýqre he and other Sussex recusants were kept in 
., --cus tody. August, 15917 was at this time-confined to his house at Leighton in Essex whence he was given permission b 
visit Sussex "for the dispatch of ýzqur necessary business, " 
af ter which he was to ieturn there. 
Julyi! 1592, one 0 ýhe Sussex recusants who were disarmed in 
that month. 
53 
October, 15922 was reported that Henry Collins2 a servant of 
ý_John Gage of Firle7 had been committe4, the previous Easter for seeking to kill, the Queen. ", ko 
May7 15937 was given permission to return to his house at 
Firle 
. on -grounds. of 
Ill health on the payment of a 
bond' of f-'500 and an undertaking p9t to go beyond a 
---, -,:,, certain idistance from the house. -, -ý'* 
February7_1595, summoned before the Council. Pleaded illness. 
The Co=cil ordered a medical examination to check on 
10 Odt., '1598, ' died s. p. - Buried at FýEýe7 M. 1.57- WJ117 dt : 59. 
-. .2 Jan. 2 1596, pr. 18 May, 1599. I. P. m., 8 Feb-t1599 
-. 60. Wive S. .: 
Md. .. --.. -twice: - - 61. 1) Elizabeth Bur. at Firle. M. I. 
ý)__Marg4re 
* 
tj d: of. Sir - 
Roger.. Copley, knt. of Leigh) Surrey. 
Mge. settlement, 28 May, 1559. Bur. Firle. M. I. She was 
sister to the "desperate" Anthony Copley of Roughey) a 
Catholic vibo was at Rome in 15922 and with Cardinal Allen 
in.,, 1596.62. 
510- gal. S. P. D.. 1591-14,21; S. A. C., liv, 46. 
52., A. P. C. 3 1591 402* H. M C. Hatfield MS iv, 264. 53- E-19. harl 701, 
54. 
- 
Ca-l-S. P. ]-ý91-14.282* 
55. A-P-C-3 229. 
56. A. F. C. 3 1595- 6., 208,2347294; Oct-11597, said to owe 3ý260 for a year's recusancy fines incurred because he had 
no. t gone "to any church or chapel or other place of common 
prayer". .. 
(quoted without a reference by A. Oswald: 
"Firle Place2 Sussex III': Country Life, 24 Feb., 1955,564, 
robably from B. H. Cal. of Garýe Yiu-nimeks, 1117 16, (q. v. ) E 40C. Cit. cjý 
P: C'. CC. -A, ý/'i 1ý. J. UCL. 
90 P. R. O., C. 142/257/88- 
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Children. None. 
Educaltion. 
Universities. 
Subsidy assessments. 
(As of West Firlej. Hundred of Totnore, 
2 Elizabeth Sir Edward Gage, knt., 
(Commissioner) 
14 Elizabeth John Gage Esq., 
18 Elizabeth it 81 11 
1-2 Charles I Sir John Gagel bart. 2 
r0cusant2 
Gage of, Bentley . 
in-Framfieldl. 
Me, lberg of the family. 
Head of -the 
faMlIv in 1580. 
Inns Of Court. 
Pevensey Rape*)63. 
in lands f: 200. 
it 100 marks. 
64. 
It 100 marks. 659 
It It QQ 066. 
Edward Gage Esq., eld. s. and h. of James Gage Esq. of 
Bentley, J. P. in 1560, and noted in the bishop's letter of 
1564 as "no Justice but a mysliker of godlie ordersoi7670 
who died 12 Jan., 15732 and of his first wife Joan2 - 
and coh. of,, John Delve and relict of John Bellingham of 
Eringham. 00- 
Aged 27 years in 1573.69. A prominent Sussex recusant. 
0 
60. B. & C., loc. cit. 
61. S. A. C., lxxij 151, says she was Elizabeth Shelley. 
62. S. A. C. 7 xiv, 264. 63 P. R. O. 7 E. 179/190/265. 64: E. 179/190/283- 
65. E- 179/190/298. 
66o E. 179/191/377a. 
- P-R Camden 
Misge- 67 . 0. Assizes, 35, S. E. Circuit, Sussexq 2, - -- ix2-11ý Also'described as "A co=on harborer of 
obstinates". 6ý. B4o & C. -, loc. git4p His will dt. 20 Dec. 1569, pr. 1573s 
P. C. C. 31 Peter. I. P. M., P. R. O. C. 142/165/178* 
69. See fatheris'l. P. 14. 
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26 oct,, 1577, entered in the diocesan recusancy return to the Pr vy Counci. 12 W lands then valued at : C200 and his 
goods at the same. 
1580p in a return for the Archdeaconry of Lewes2 noted that, "Edward Gage Esclof the parisshe of Framfield, in lands iic li, in goods iic li, was sent up to the Lords of Her Majestyls Privy Consell and there remayneth at their lordships disposing-" Also, "Margaret, his wife, answereth she hath not bene at Church since her Majesty's reign and further sayth that it is against her conscience to come to Church to heare the service now used. " Similarly, I'Mary Gage and Urith Gage$ daughters of the sayd Edward and Margaret of one of them - seventeen the other of sixtten and thereabout answereth that they have ever absented themselves from Church, affirming the 
reason set down before by their mother. " 71-, 
13 August) 15801 Edward Gage of Bentley sent to the 14arshalsea 'for obstinacy in Poperyt. 72. 
16 Dec,, 1581, reference to a request of Viscount Montague to the Privy Council that Edward Gage might be set at liberty 
for 2 months longer than originally allowed before returning to the Marshalseal so that he could execute the Earl of 
Southampton's will. 73- 
Mch.?, 1583) petition of Margaret Gage to Walsingham, that her 
husband) on account of his long imprisonment and infirmities, 
might be released from thqZarshalsea and placed in the custody 
of the Sheriff of Sussex. 0 
Oct., 1585, was one of the Suusex recusants required to furnish 
light horses for the Queen's use in the Low Countries as a 
token of goodwill. 75- 
Sept., 1586, examination of Nicholas , 
Smithel alias Phelps2 a. 76, 
popish iest. He had been in Sussex at Edward Gýý? Is house 
, ept., 
Ir'869 
sent to the Counter in Wood Streete 
Nov., 1587ý in a note about the Sussex recusants, estimated as 
having early rents and revenues worth ýC4001 and goods worth 
: cloo. 7ý- 
Mehl 1588, on a list of Sussex recusants-79, 
70. 
71' 
72: 
73- 
74. 
75. 
76. 
77. 
78. 
790 
C. R. S 0 xxii, 80; W. S. C. R. O. 1 D. R. O. 90/I/37)f, 8. W. S. C. R OA D. R. O. 90/l/37jf-l- 
A. P. C. i5 0-119 153. 
A. P. C. 3 1581-12,296; see also 93 and 377- Cal-S-P 1ý81-201 104. 
Ibid., 276. 
Ibid. ) 352. B'M; Harl. MS) 703, fe 23b 9 and Cal. S. P. D. 3_ 1591-142 463- B: M. Lansd. MS2 53-1 art. 
99. 
B, M. Lansd. MS, 55, art. 58. 
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N 
july2 15922 one of the Sussex recusants who were disarmed. 80- 
Jan. ?1 1592, information entered in the State Papers that at 
Edward Gagets house at Bentley in Sussex2 there were three 
priests always in residence. bl- 
Nov., 1592, referred to as having been "lately committed" to 
the charge of Mr. Richard Shelley. To be released for a 
month to deal with the business of the late Viscount 
Montague's funeral and the execution of his will. This 
permissign was renewed from time to time in the following 
months. 82. 
1600 ? On a 1% of 8 recusants stayed for the Earl of 
Southampton. - 
Edward Gage had been ppointed executor to the attainted 
Earl of Southampton. 
94'. 
Aug. 1606, was licensed ý3. go beyond the seas and return 
without m6lestation. 
Mch., 16142 died. Bur. at Framfield. M. I. 
86. V 11 pr. by 
sentence in 1614.87. I. p. m., 5 Mch., 1619YE 
wife. 89. 
Margaret, d. of John Shelley of Micheigrove. Another, 
recusant2 (v. supra). Bur. Framfield. Will pr-j 1596.90* 
Children. 910 
Edward? 92. 
Mary 
Urith 
Elizabeth 
Anne Bape 23 Feb. ) 1583, at Ifield. 
Mildred. 
Margaret 
Philippa 
80. 
81. 
82' 
83: 
84 
85. 
86. 
87' 
88: 
89. 
go. 
91. 
92* 
B. M. Harl. MS 703s f 67b. 
Cal. 
-S. 
P. D., 1591-14; 176. 
. P. D 
-t 
16019-524. 
16019 . 6oo-6ol. 
1580 -1625.486* 
1 
179 149,452. See also 
H. M. C. HatfLeI-1dNPBtiVi 
2 4* 
B&C. 
P: C. C. ý21&(O-clýHtL awe. 
P. R. O. C- 142/378/144- 
B &CC-6 109-cit- 
P: C* *4 Drake. B. & C., loc. cit. 
B. & C., do not mention him, but the subsidy roll for 1-2 
Charles I gives an Edward Gage Esq. of Loxfield Hundred, 
having a wife, Clare, and a daughter) Clare, both of 
/contdo 
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Education. 
Father 
Son 
Universities.. 
rriages -ýQf children. 
93 
Edward md. Clare - (see note 92). Mary md. John Crispe 
Urith md. Thomas Alcock 
Elizabeth md. Anthony Skynner 
Anne 
Mildred md. Augustin Belson 
Margaret md. George Smith 
Philippa md. Andrew Bendlowes. 
Inns of Court. 
Subsidy asse§gments. 
(As of Framfield, Loxfield Hundred2 Pevensey Re 
18 Elizabeth Edward Gage Esq. in lands ýM-M) 
(As of Peckham borough, Hundred of Loxfield2 Pevensey R53? ) 
1-2 Charles I Edward Gage Esq. recusant in lands JC16, 
Note: For 14 Eliz. and 18 Eliz., I'M Lady Gage" of the 
Hundred of Alciston, Pevensey Rape 
7presumably 
widow of Sir 
Edward Gage of Firle, 7 was assessed at Q0 on both occasions26. 
She is not included in Appendix 26 since she had her own 
establishment independently of both branches of the family. 
reference contlMued 
Framf ield, 
recusants. 
93. B. & C., 1 
94. P. R. O., Ee 
$5, it E. 
96. to ) E0 
and a sister Anne. 
See ref., note 95 
oc. cit '. 179/190/298- 
179/190/377a 
UW190/283 and Es 
All were noted. as 
infra. 
179/190/298. 
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GARTON* 
Oriains. 
Descended from Thomas Garton of London, merchant$ this 
family appears to have settled at Bi-Ilingshurst in West Sussex 
early in the 16th centuryq though they retained their 
connections with London for several generations. 1- William, 
younger son of Thomas Garton, himself left two sons, Francis 
and Giles. While it was theelder of these, Francis Garton of 
Billingshurst, who figured in the 1570 Visitation as the head 
of the Sussex Gartons, 2-this study is concerned with the 
family of his younger brother, Giles. It is Giles' eldest 
son, Peter) whose appearance on the Commission of the Peace in 
1601, brings the family into the category of "leading office- 
holders" in the county. Since Giles was living in 15807 he 
is taken as head of the family at that date, "family" being 
understood in the narrower sense. In any case, it was Giles' 
descendants who perpetuated the family name until the mid-17th 
century in Sussex, since all three sons of Francis Garton 
predeceased him and he himself died in January, 1604. 
J* 
The younger branch of the family settled at Woollavington, 
Sussex, Giles having made his fortune in London as an 
Hironmonger'17 and Woollavington remained their seat, as 
distinct from Billingshurst whichcbseended in the elder line, 
unti17 owing to a failure of male heirs, the manor and 
advowson passed by marriage I? the Ormes of Peterborough, an 
old Northamptonshire family. 
Whether armigeroug. 
The Gartons of lillingshurst are named in the 1570 Visitation 
The Gartons of Woollavington are named in the 1634 Visitation: 
6 
MeMbers of the familY4o 
Head of the family IM 15809 
Giles Garton of Woollavington, Sussex, younger son of 
William Garton of Billingshur ussex, and of Ursula, 
d. of John Stapley of Framfielsd'. 7ý 
1. B. &- C. 1 152; Elwes 
2' See note 5. 
3: B. & 'C., loc. cIt. 
4. Elwes, loc. cit. 
5. H. C. MSS2 D. 111G. 18; 
6. H'C. MS, C. 27- 
7- B: & C., loc. cit. 
272. 
and Phillips2 5. 
.IT 
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(Garton2 continued) 
a Sometime of St. Ilargaret's, New Fish Street, London, ironmonger. 
A citizen of London-9- 
1578, together with his brother, Francis Garton of Billings- 
hurst, bought the manor of Woollavington from Lord Lumley 
for : C41000jo. Bhortly afterwards, the advowson was also 
purchased. 
C. 15869 a few years after the purchase of the manor of 
Woollavingtong Giles Garton was building himself a mansion 
house there, described by Dallaway as "a spacious mansion- 
house with towers at the angles2 qpd other appendages in 
the style prevalent at that day". -"* The builderts 
contract for this work has survived with detailed building 
specifications. 12. 
Sept. 1592, referred to as being in le ue with the Earl of 
Hungtingdon, a prominent Puritan .M 
1 Feb., 159 31 died. 14. Wiýý dt. 20 Jan., pr. 10 May, 1593- 
15. 
I-P-M-i 7 June, 1593- -L'* 
Wives * 
17. 
1) Catherine, d. of William Pennyfather of London, ironmonger. 
2) Margaret, d. of ? -Nicholas Warner of Warwickshire & London) widow of Richard Goddard, alderman of London. She 
remd. as her third husband, William Wattshall of London, 
and as her fourthq Otie Nicholson, examiner in Chancery. 
Her Will, as Dame Margaret Goddard, als Margaret 18. Nicholson, pr. 15 Jan. $ 1630 by her son, Giles Garton. 
Children. 19- 
By his lst wife: - 
Pe ter Later Sir Peter Garton, Kmt. of Woollayington) eld. 
s. & heir. Aged 28 and more in 1593- I(nighted 11 Mch. 
1604;. J, ý. Sussex, June, 1601 to end of reign at 
leas 21 August 169ý, died. Will pr. 1607 21- 
I. P. M., 23 Sept., A06.0 
8' Ibid. 
9: S. Pý. c $ lo.. Ibid., & Elwes, loc. cit 0 11. J. Dallaway: History of the West 
. 
of Sussex, (1819) 117 pt Iý 245. 
12. SJ,. C. 1xv 2 
13- M. 1 1-1*41 268. 
14. B. & C-1 loc. cit. 
D t. y 
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Olarton, con: tinued) 
William 2nd son. Citizen of London. In uncle Francis' I. P. M. 
Mabel 
Elizabeth 
Beatrice 
Ann 
Katherine 
Alice 
Judith 
By his 2nd-wife: - 
Giles Eld. s. by 2nd wife. Had lands in Billin shurst under 
father's will. Executor to mother, 16309ýv- supraaS. 
Sheriff of Sussexq 1641. Will pr. 28 Feb., 1646. 
Simon 
Education. 
Universitiep. Inns of Court. 
Father - 
Sons. Peter matric. fell. comm. -ýýffh t 
adm. Gray's Peter, 
1564 21 O t t. john s, Camb., c Inn, -7 ,2 " 5 Michs., 1583.24. . then "as of London 
Giles, of London, gent., Gjjes7 adm. Middle 600 Balliol Coll-t Oxf I matr cl ý Temple, 
5 Feb-91 
- 21 Feb., 1606, aged 18.2 
Marriages of childrep. 28. 
of the firat pZjriaZe: - 
Peter md. Judith2 d. of Thomas Shurley of Isfield, sister 
of Sir John Jýurley. Will dt. 11 Oct-2 1641t pr. 
9 May, 1642- *issue. 
William md. Martha, d. of Thomas Astyn of Bishberry, Co. 
Staffs., yeoman. Issue. 
Mabel md. Walter Cowley of London. Issue- 
Elizabeth md. Francis Dent of London, salter. Issue. 
Beatrice md. John Poole of London7 alderman. 
Ann md. Andrew Boome, ironmonger. 
]Katherine md. James Atkins of St. Bennet Fink$ ironmonger. 
Alice 
Judith 
15. POCOC- 34'Nevell. 
16. P. R. O. I C. 142/236/102. 
17- B. & C., loc-cit. 
180 PeC. C. 3 Scroope. 
19. B. & C., l_oc.. cit. . 
20 P. R. O., Assizes, 35, S. E. Circuit, Sussex, 43 & 44. 
21: P-c-C. 31 Huddlestone, 
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Marriages of Children contd. 
Of the second--mgrriap,, e: - 
Giles md. Eliza, d. of Henry Colthurst of London, merchant. 
Issue. 
Simon md. Mary Jennings of Essex. She was mentioned in 
his uncle Francis' will. 
Subsidy assessments,. 
(As of Billingshurst, Hundred of Esewryth, Iýundei Rape) 
_0 38 Henry VIII William Garton in lands : E21. - 
(As of Woollavington , Hundred of Rotherbridge7 Arundel Rape. ) 
38 Elizabeth Peter 6arton, gent., in lands ý: 20-31- 
(As of the same) 
1-2 Charles I Robert Garton Esq., in lands ýclo. 32. 
(As of Wiggenholt West Esewryth Hundred, Arundel Rape) 
1-2 Charles I kmon Garton, gent. 9 in goods f-3 
32- 
Z-brother of the late Peter G! 7 
22. P. R. O. I C. 142/292/1659 and C. 142/307/1. 23. P. C. C. 14 Twisse. See also PjR. O. Sheriffs, as 'Giles 
Barton Esq: ý, 
24. Al. Can-t- Pt. 19 iij 198. I 25. Gray'-s- n Admissions7 65. In 
26. AI. Ox. j iij 551. 27- Middle Temple Admissipng3,. 1,85. 
28. B. & C. , loc-cit. 29ý P. C. C. 54 Campbell. 
30- P. R. O. ) E. 179/190/225. 31- ) E. 179/190/334. 32. 1 E. 179/191/377a. 
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GORING* 
Orizins. 
The Gorings were certainly among the most wealthy and influential Sussex families at this period. Elwes says7 
"Throughout the sixteenth and especially during the seventeenth 
century, the Goring family was steadily rising in wealth and importanceg and several of its members achieved distinction in the field and Senate. 111. Another writer describes them as "One of the oldest of Sussex families, who derived their name 
from the manor of Goring in the rape of Arundel so early as 
the reign of Henry III. ti2. 
While it seems generally agreed among the local 
historians that the family took its name from Goring near 
Arundel in the reign of Henry Iii, 3-it is not certain that the3 
were at that ti#e lords of the manor of Goring. Elwes raises 
the point and shows that the oft-repeated statement that the 
Gorings were lords of Goring in Edward Its reign and that it 
was through a Goring heiress thaj their rights came to a 
Henry Tregoz is unsubstantiated. * Henry Tregoz had apparently 
a charter of free warren in his manor of Goring in 41 Henry 314 
and again one Henry Tregoz subscribed the barons' letter to 
the Pope in 1300 as "Dominus de Garinges". Elwes is of the 
opinion that the Gorings did not acquire the manor until it 
was purchased by Sir William Goring of urton from the 
Lawkenors in the mid-sixteenth century . 
ý- 
But "although the 
Gorings, in our opiniong became then lords of the manor for 
the first time, it is not intended to imply that members of 
that family had not been tenants in the place at an earlier 
date. " 
The first member of this family given in Berryts 
pedigree is John de Goring, father of John who was living in 
the reigns of Edward I and Edward II. 
6*Berry describes the 
father as "lord of Goring"Ibut gives no authority for this. 
The family settled subsequently first at Lancinglin the reign 
of Edward IIIjand at Burton in the later 15th century. 
7-John 
Goring of Burton who died in 1520 and was buried in Burton 
Church, 8-married Constantial daughter and coheiress of Henry 
Dyke of Sussex who was descended 
0 
on her mother's side from a 
Dawtrey heiress. 'ýBy this marriage, a considerable amount of 
1, Elwes, 56. 
2. S-A--C; j v, 27; see also W. Camden: Brittanial(1806 ed. 
), 
28621 289. 
3- S. A. C., v, 27; vi, 79; J. Dallaway: Histor4C of the liestern 
Division of the County of Sussex, (18l9)jiijPt. 2s34- 
4* Elwes, loc. cit. 
5: Op. cit., 102n. 
6. B. &C., 1389 
- 
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property Passed eventually into Goring hands. The estate of 
Burton itself, which is almost co-extensive with the small 
parish of that name in the rape of Arundel to the south of 
Petworth, descended to them from the Dawtreys-10- At the 
Dissolution of the monasteries, the Gorings added to their 
property there by obtaining a grant of the lands held in the 
parish of Burton by the nunnery of Godstow in Oxfordshire. 1-1* 
The manor of Crouch in BarlavJLngton2 the parish adjacent to 
Burton and for long closely connected with it, had been 
assigned by the Dawtreys to Hardham. priory as part of its 
original endowment. At the Dissolution2 Sir William Goring7' 
son of the Joh oring who died in 1520, obtained the grant 
of this manor. 
ý2ý 
(It was he too, who had acquired the Godstow 
foundation's lands in Burton parish. ) The Gorings had already 
become the lords of Hardham. parish by descent from the 
Dawtreys. 13- So that, however liberal as benefactors before 
the Reformation, 14. the Gorings were to receive their own again 
with interest at the Dissolution. 
The mansion at Burton which was to be the residence of 
the Gorings for several generationsi was built during is Elizabeth's reign and in the Elizabethan style of architecture. 
While the greater part of it has since been destroyed by a 
series of fires and reconstructions, the main entrance is a 
survival of the Elizabeth mansion with the Arms of the 
Gorings over the doorway. The Church at Burton contains 
several altar tombs of Sussex marble inlaid with brasses and 
inscriptions to the memory of various members of the family. 
17. 
Burton Park which was marked on Speed's map of the county and 
some 210 acres in extentg is said by Dallaway and Horsfield 
to have been enclosed by Sir William Goring at the time the 18. Tudor house was built. This statement is queried by Elwes. 
7. Ibid., S*A, Co, v, 27. 
8. fl-i-11 pr- 7 Feb. 1521t P. C. C. 5 
9. B. & C. joe. cit.; Elwes, 266, 
10. Elwes, ý6. 
11. Ibid.; Horsfieldý ilt 171. 
12. Elwes, 23 cc 56. 
13- Elwes, 111. 
14. Elwes, 112, S-A-C-7 lviiiil- 
15. Elwes, 58; Horsfield, 11,171- 
16. Horsfield, 11,172, Sketch. 
17. Ibid. - 
18. Ibid.; of. Elwes, 56. 
Maynwaring. 
chartq and 23- 
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In addition to their lands at Burton and Hardham 
already mentioned, the Gorings had #herited property at 
Lancing early in the 15th century. lý- Goring manor was 
purchased by Sir William Goring of Burton in the mid-sixteenth 
century, 20-and before it was sold in 1584, Bignor Pgks part 
of the Arundel property, was leased to the Gorings. 1- In the 
Elizabethan period, the Gorings were certainly among the most 
extensive landowners in the county. 
Apart from their territorial importance, the Gorings 
had, for some generations) taken an active part in the affairs 
of Sussex. Their name appears on the list of Sheriffs from 
the reign of EdIfard IV onifards and before Elizabethts 
accession they had twice represented the county in the House 
of Commons, in 1467 and 1547.22* 
However, it was in the later 16th and in the 17th 
centuries that they achieved their greatest wealth and 
influence. Sir William Goring of Burton, son and heir of 
the John Goring of Burton who died in 1520, was a gentleman 
of the Privy Chamber to Edward VII and after marrying 
Elizabeth, daughter and coheiress of John Covert of Alaugham 
and having a family of three sons and a daughter, he died in 
March 1554.23-. His two elder sons became, in time, heads of 
two distinct branches of the family. The eldest, Sir Henry 
Goring of Burton, knt-I who succeeded his father in 1554, was 
then aged _32 and more. 
From him descend the Gorings of 
Burton, the senior line7 of whom Sir William was created a 
baronet in 1622. This line failed on the death of Sir William 
Goring, bart. 2 in 1723, his sister and heiress carrying 
the 
Burton estqte to the Biddulphs. 24. 
19. B. & C. loc. cit. See also J. Dallaway History of the 
Westerp Divisio of the Counly of-ý312je-i C1830) ii$Pt 21 
41. and Elwes, 133- 
20. Elwes, 102n. 
21. Ellue s, 32 - 22. Elwes, 56; S. A. C. xxxý 1! 3- 
23- B. & C., loc. cit.; I. m P. R. O. 2 C. 142/104/79- 
, -0- 
& 24. B. & C., loc. cit. and B. 
Lurke: Peerage3 Barongtag 
Knightage ý1907) 7 7257S. A. C., V, 27 is innacurate here. 25. Ibid.; see also ýj. A. C., xi, 66. Also S. A. C. 7 v. 27 et seqq. l 
(Goring continued. ) 
The second son was George Goring of Ovingdean and Lewes, 
who was living in the reign of Edward VI and died before 1595. 
He it was who Purchased Danny Park in Hurstpierpoint in 1582, 
together with the manor of Hurstpierpoint and other i3nds, from 
Gregory Fiennes, Lord Dacre, for the sum of : C10,000. His 
grandson, Sir George Goring, was created Baron Gorin 
Hurstpierpoint in 1620, and Earl of Norwich in 164456? 
f 
The 
male line of this branch failed on the death of the second 
Earl in 1672. 
Since each of these two brothers was head of a distinct 
branch of the family and both held high off ice in the county, 
each of them will be studied separately. For the unfriendly 
relationships between them and Lord Buckhurstj see Part III, 
ch. 2. of thesis. 
Whether- arinigerous. 
Mentioned in the 1570 Visitation, 27- but not in that of 1634. 
(i) Goring, of Burton, - 
Members of the family-. 
Head of the fgMily in 1580- 
Sir Henry Goring, knt., eld. s. of Sir William Goring of 
Burton, knt., who died, 1554, and of Elizabeth, his wife 
d. and coh. of John Covert of Slaugham. She died, 1558. 
ý8- 
Aged 32 and more at the death of his father and was executor 
to him in 1556.29- 
J. P. Sussex, 1560-1594, and frequently of the Quorum in the 
later years. c. 1585, ommissioner for musters and for 
the restraint of grain-50- 
15641 biqýopls letter, - "a favorer of religion and godlye 
orders" -)-Le 1587, described in report on Sussex J. P's as a J. P. of 
Arundel Rape who was "aged" but a "good justice". 32- 
I'S ACv 27 is inaccurate here". 
26. B. & C., loc-cit. B. Tu*--r-I*Fe:. ' ýeerage. Barone-tage & 
Knightage (1907) 72i A prominent royalist. Elwes, 56 
et seqq; S. A. C. lxx, 166. 
27. H. C. MSSI G. 18 and D. 11. Phillips, 5. 
28. B. & C., loc-cit. Father's Will, P-C-C- 38. More; I. P. M. 
P. R*099 C. 142/104/79. 
29. See father's I. p. M. 
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1562-139 Sheriff of Surrey a Sussex; 1569-170, of Sussex only. 
339 
1588, Assessed for a contribution of : C100 for Jýmada loan, - highest rate of assessment with 14 others. 3 - 
16 Dec., ý5941 died. 35- Will dt. 4 Dec., 1594, pr. 12 May2 
1595.3 - I. P. m., 9 April, 1595.37- 
Wife. 38. 
Dorothy, 2nd d. and coh. of William Everard of Sussex Esq., 
by Johant nee Ernley, his wife, relict of Edward Banister of 
Idworth. 
Childrea. 39- 
William Later of Burton Esq. Eld. s. and h. Executor to his 
father. Aged 50 and more at father's death. 
J*P*2 Sussex, 1591 - Jan-11602. "" His eld. so 6 
t,, 
02. Henry, who succeeded him2 was J. P., June, 1 
11 Mch., 1602, died. I, P. M., 1 June, 1602 . 
42. 
Rdward Of Wappingthorn and Oakhurst. Sheriff of Surrey & 
Sussex, 1613.20 May-, - 16172 died. Will pr. 20 May, 
1617. From him descend the Gorings of Highden7 his 
grandson, Henry becoming a baronet. From Edward's 43. 
third son, Edward, descended the Gorings of Cobden. 
Barbara 
Elizabeth 
Mary 
30 * 
31. 
32. 
33. 
34. 
35. 
36. 
37' 
38: 
39. 
40 
41: 
42. 
43. 
POR. O. Assizes 35, S. E-Circuitj Suý. sex 2-36. He was not 
J. P. in 1570, when Sheriff, (see nol 125, nor in 1583 
(see no. 25). The roll for 1563 (no. 5)t is missing. Also 
see B. M. Harl. MS 474, ff. 81 & 92. 
Bishop's letter2 (Camden Misc., ix, 9) 
S. A. C., 11,59. 
See Appendix 4. 
S-A-C-) 1) 32. 
B. & C. loc. cito 
P*C@Ce ý5 Scott. 
P R-0 I G. 142/244/101. B: & 6.1 loc. cit. 
Ibid. 
T. R. O., Assizes 35) Sx., 
P. R. O., C. 66/1594. 
P R. 0 C 142/269/97. 
B: &- 6% i4O; S. A. C., V7 
33-44o 
27 et seqq, 
(Goring, continued) 
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Education. 
j1hiversities. 
Father 
Sons 
Edward, Balliol Coll 
matric. entry under 
at. 
1575, aged 18.45- 
Marriages of childrea. 46. 
Inns of Court. 
Willi=7 adm.. Middle 
Temple, 11 Mch, 1565.44* 
William md. twice; - (a) Anne, d. of Robert Burbage of 
Hayes2 Middlesex. Issue, - Henry, aged 27 and 
more at father's death. He was father of William2 
cr. bart. in 1622. Died, 16 July2 1626. 
(b) Margaret, d. of Thomas Chaloner of Sussex, and 
wid. of William Courtopp and of Richard Mill. Issue, - 
George, from whom descended the Gorings of Barcombe. 
Edward md. Elizabeth, d. and coh. of Thomas Wiseman of 
Oakhurst. issue. 
Barbara md. Richard Ernley. Issue. 
Elizabeth md. Thomas Selwyn of Friston. Issue. 
Mary md. Thomas Dering of Surrenden2 Kent. D. s. p. 
Subsidy assessment. 
(As of Burtong Hundred of Rotherbridge, Arundel Rape. ) 
38 Henry VIII Sir Wil liam Goring, knt., in lands : C140- 
47* 
(Commissioner) 
It 48. 14 Elizabeth Henry Goring Esq. ; C60 
(Commissioner) 
: C66.49. Elizabeth Henry Goring Esq., 50. 
38 William Goring Esq. : e6o. 51* 
1-2 Charles I Sir Henry Goring, knt., f. 20. 
44, Middle Tem Rle Admissiops, 1,29. 
45. AI-02; 11, 588. 
46. B. & C. 2 140. 47. P. R. O. 7 E- 179/190/225. 48. E. 179/190/283. 
49. E. 179/190/346. 
50. E- 179/3-90/334. 
51. E. 179/191/377a. 
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(ii) Goring of Ovingdean and Lewes3 later of Danny Park. 
Head of the family jM__1580. 
George Goring of Ovingdean and Lewes Esq., 2nd son of Sir William Goring of Burton, knt. 9 who died, 1554 and of Elizabeth) his wife, d. and cOh. of John Covert of Slaugham. She died, 1558. (v. supra, parents of Sir Henry Goring of Burton, brother to George. ) 
Living T. R. Edward VI. 52. 
J. P., Sussex, 1560 - Feb., 1594.53. 1564, - bishop' letter) a "favoner of religion and godly 
order", and "learned in the lawe". 54. 
1587, certificate concerning the Sussex J. Ptst a J. P. of Lewes. Rapeq Ivgr-y well thought of for executing office 
of the peace? . --12- 
c. 1585, on a commission for disarming the Sussex recusants5, Also commissioner for musters & for the restraint of grain. 
1563, M. P., Lewes. Stood one of the county seats in 
1584 but was not returned. 
f? ý 
1578-19, Sheriff of Surrey & Sussex. 58. 
1582, Purchased Danny Park at Hurstpierpoint and the manor 
there and ot4er lands from Gregory Fiennes, Lord Dacre, 
for ýC10,000. )9- 
3 JulYto, 5841 appointed Receiver-General of the Court of* 
Wards. 
ý 
Sept, 1590, this appointment made for life. 
61. 
In this capacity, handled large sums of Crown money which 
he made a practice of keeping at his own disposal as long 
as posgible7 meanwhile employing the money for his own 
gain. 29 
52. B, & C., 138* 
53- P. R. O. Assizess 35, S. E. Circuit, Sussex$ 2-36. Not on 
the Commission in 1579 when he was Sheriff (see no, 21) 54. Bishop's letter, 15642 (Camdell-Mise. ix, 10) 
55. S. A. C. iij 59. 
56. B. M. Harl. MS 474, ff. 90b and 81, & 92b. See also for 
1592, Commission for the disarming of recusants, B. M. 
Harl MS 703t f. 67b. (He was also, apparently, 
a Commissioner for recusancy in 1580. W. S. C. R. O., D. R. O. 
q0/I/37jff. lb97s3O-) 
57, Off icis3l Returns and B. M. Harl. MS, 703) ff . 18b and l9b. 58. See Appendix 4. 
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(Goring7 continued) 
1588, assessed at : C100 for the Armada Loan. 
63. 
March, 15949 defaulted and diedq in considerable debt to the 
Crown. In July, J45951 this debt was estimated to be 
: C19,777,2- _'Jd. - No will or I. P. M. 
Wife. 65-AL 
Maria2 eld. d. and coh. of William Everard, (i. e. sister of 
Dorothy, wife of Sir Henry GorIng7 Maria's brother-in-law). 
Maria was the widow of Richard Bellingham. She died at 
Hurstpbrpoint, Dec. 1602. 
Children. 66. 
George Eld. s, and h. 1578, became a Gentlema ýensicner. 
Then receiving f-11-13.4d per quarter. 
97 
M, P. Lewes, 
1593 and 1601. After his father's death was heavily 
in debt to the Crown. He offered Robert Cecil 
: C11000 if he would secure him his fatherIg office 
and offered to handle his father's debts. 
8- But, 
April, 159 the sheriff entered to value his 
property, 
4-and 
most of the revenue waS7 ppropriated 
to the Queents use throughout his life. 7 Feb., 
1602, died. Will, dt. 4 Feb. 1601, pr. 9 June, 
1602.71- i. P. m., 1 Junet 1602.72. 
Edward 
Mary 
Dorothy. 
59. 
6o. 
61. 
62. 
63. 
64. 
65. 
66. 
67. 
68. 
S. A.. C. xi, 66 
MS Cal. of Pat. Rolls 26 Eliz- f-5- 
Cal. S. P. D. 
--1581-190 Vi-. 1 -t. Lj 1 . 4, . iieajLe: . rne ri-L: Lz S-A-C 1 32- 
Cal S: P. L 7,1 
B. & C., loc. cit. 
Ibid. 
P. R. O. E. 407/1/9 et 
15EO-1625) 336. 
H. E. Bell: The Cour 
69-70. 
1 17. 
seqq.; see also Cal. S. P. D. Addenda., 
Liverie sj 
. 
257,. ý7 
H. M. C. Hatfield MSS? iv, 515i also )UIq )Ub) )109 240* 
69. H. M. C. Hgtfield MSS. iv. 501; and v, and vil Pgssim. 0f 70. See note in margin of the younger George Goringts 
Feodarv Survev. dt. 7 June. 44 Eliz. P. R. O. Wards 
5/43/ýt. 2. 
71. P. C. C. 44 Montague. 
72. P. R. O. C- 142/271/156*' 
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Eýucjajtion. 
Universities. 
Father 
Sons 
Inns of Court. 
Probably the George Goring 
who was adm. Middle Tem le 
between 1524 and 155o. 7S. 
Geor-Re, adm. Lincoln's Inn, 
24 Feb., 1592, at special 
request of George Kingsmill, 
A-- 74- 75. Marriages of children. 
George md. Anne, d. of Henry Denny of Waltham Abbey, Essex. 
Issue including Georgeg later cr. Baron Gorin 
Hurstpierpoiht and Earl of Norwichq eld . son. 
ý6? f 
Edward 
Mary md. as his 2nd wife, John Jef ray Esq., serj. -at- 
law, the future judge. (q. v. ) 
ýý- 
Dorothy md. twice: (a Sir Henry Bowyer of CuckfieldjD 
May, 1606. 
N 
Sir John Shurley, Rnt. of Isfi; 
sdp", 
Subsidy ass-ssments,. 
(For 38 Henry VIII, see assessment for Goring of Burton) 
(As of Erynsmore (sic) Hundred, Lewes Rape) 78. 
2 Elizabeth George Goring Esq. in lands ; C4O 
(Commissioner) 79. Elizabeth George Goring Es : C40 
(CommissionerY 80 14 Elizabeth George Goring Es . : C30 
(Commissionerl 81. 
18 Elizabeth George Goring Esq. : e30 
(Commissioner) 
(As of Lewes borough, Lewes Rape) 82. 
1-2 Charles I Mistress Anne Goring7 in lands ýE4. 
. 
widow, 
73- Middle Temp lLe AýMissionsj il 15. 
74. Lincolnts Inn Admissiops, 1,113- 
75- B. & Co, loc. ci-t- 
76. See D. N. B. 
77- B. &C 15 - 78- P. R. O. E. 179/190/267 - 79- E. 179/190/274. 
80. E. 179/190/283- 
81. E. 179/190/299 
82. E. 179/191/377;. 
2rising. 
The Gounters were descended from an ancient faiily and 
reputed by some genealogists to be of Norman origin. 0 They are 
known to have been settled in Wales from an early period. 2. 
Representatives of the family also acquired considerable 
property elsewhere, including lands in Berkshire, Wiltshire and 
Hampshireq and the first member of the family who appears to 
have been connected with Sussex was Roger Gounter whose name 
is found on a list of Sussex men returned to serve in France 
under the Earl of Arundel in the Agincourt campaign. 3- This 
Roger Gounter had considerable lands in Wales and it has been 
suggested that his introduction to Sussex may have been due 
in some way to the then Earl of Arundel who had estates both 
in Wales and in Sussex, the latter including the manor oý 
Racton, later to become the seat of the Sussex Gounters. - 
There is some uncertainty as to when the Gounters may 
be said to have "settled" in Sussex. 5- Their connection with 
Wales certainly continued well into the 16th century, John 
Gounter who died in January, 1558 having been described in 
his Inquisition Post Mortem as of Racton, Sussex, and 
Gilleston in Wales, and having h9ld the office of auditor of 
lands in Wales under Henry VIII. 0- However2 there are grounds 
for thinking that John's fatherg Hug4 settled at Racton and 
may even have been buried there, for the external labels of 
the East window of Racton church bear the arms of Gounter 
impaling Howell, Hugh's wife's family. 7- 
John Gounter's I. P. M., dated 1 Oct 1559,8. shows that 
he had been seized of 3 messuages and 1 
ýýO 
acres of land in 
Racton and elsewhere at his death in 15ý7- It Aeems that at 
this time they held the chief estate in Racton. 7- According 
to Elwes, the manor of Racton and its, panorial right was sold 
to the Gounter family by Lord Lumley, -Lusand according to 
another authority it passed at John Gounter's death to his 
son, Arthur. 11- In the later 16th enturyq the Gounters 
resided at the ancient manor house. 
K. 
1. S. A. C., xxviii 200jet seqq. 
2. Ibid% The Gounters had an estate at Tregunter in Wales as 
ia-rlý as 1095. 3' Ibid; and S. A. C., xxiii, 4, and xv, 129. 
4: B. A. C. xxiii, 4 and n. See also V. C. H. Sussexliv, 114-'5- 
5' Cf. SOI. C., xxviii, 210; B. A. C., xxiii, 4 note; Elwes, 177note, 
6: S. A. C. xxviii, 202; B. & C. 13- 
7- S. A. C. xxiii, 4 n.; Elwes, 177n. 
8. I. P. M., P. R. O. C. 142/124/163- 
es S, 
LEIN 
I 
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(Gounter continued. ) 
John Gounter, who was a J. P. 7 became involved in a 
serious dispute in 1540 with his neighbour, Sir Geoffrey Pole, 
brother of Cardinal Pole. As a r%lt of this, Pole was 
committed to the Fleet for a time. 
Arthur, eldest son and heir of John Gounter whom he 
succeeded in 15589 was in the service of Henry Fitzalanj Earl 
of Arundel at the beginning of Elizabeth's reign. He was 
summoned before the Privy Council, examined,, and for a short 
while imprisoned in September - October, 1560, for his rash 
words in a private conversation concerning the Queen's 
rumoured intention of marrying Dudley and the possible effect 
of this on the Earl of Arundelq Gounter's master. Gounter 
admitted having said he wished Dudley had been. executed along 
with his father or dispatched in some other way. Fir his 
-remarks he was made to apologise and humbly submit. 
4* 
It w s, Arthur Gounter's eldest son and heir, George, 
who was a 
ý. 
P* of Sussex in 1602. 
Whether armigerous. 
Mentioned in the 1570 Visitationl5*and in the 1634 Visitatio; 
ý( 
Members of the family. 
Hegd of the family in 1580. 
Sir George'Gounter7 eldest s. and h. of Arthur Gounter of 
Racton Esq. who died 23 June, 15576,17-and of Maryt d. of - 
Stafford, s. of Sir Thomas Stafford of Bradfield2 Berks. 
18- 
Aged 13 on 25 April, 1576.19- Under 21 in father's will. 
Wardship sold to Thomas Lewkenor, gent. 
20. 
I. P. Sussex and of the Quorum, 1602.21. 
Apri-17 1604, ýnighted. 22. 
22 August, 1624, died. M. I. at Racton-23- 
11. &A. C. xxiii74. 
12.1: 1wes, 177; S-A. c. 7 xxiii, 16. 
13' S. A. C. xxi, 79-80; Elwes, 179- 
14: H. M. C. Hatfield MSS, i7 252-137 255; Haynest State 
Pa]2ers, 364-15. 
15. H. C. IIS D. 11; G-18. Phillips, 5, 
16. H. C. MS7 C. 27. 
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(Gounter continued) 
Wives. 24. 
Md. twice: - 
1) Ursula, d. 
2) Susan, d. 
Children. 25. 
of Richard Bayley of the Isle of Wight. 
of - Bullen. She remd. Thomas Drury. 
By his first wife: - 
John D. v. p. 7 20 Sept. ?, I. P. M. dt. 25 Apr. 1625.26. George 3 
Richard )(Brother's 
James Bap. 1599, St. Andrew's ch., Chichester. I. P. M. ) 
Margaret 
Mary 
By his second wife: - None. 
Education* 
Universities. Inns of Court. 
Father Adm. Middle Tem 
Sons George, B. N. C., Oxf., 28.21 
Apr., 1583- 
matric. 16 June, 1610. 
Marriages of children. 29. 
John md. twice: - (a) Joangd. of - Knight of Chaughton) 
Hants. Named in husband's I. P. M. but predeceased him. 
Issue, including George2 s. and h-) a minor at father's 
death. (b) Martha) d. of Bradshaw Drew. She md. 
secondly, Sir Gregory Morton, bart. Executor to her 
aunt) Dame Dorothy Thornehurst2 1620. Then a widow of 
her first husband. 30*No issue. 
17. B. & C., 13; Will P-C-C- 8 Langley; I, P*Mo, PaRX9, 
C. 142/175/79 and C. 142/207/135- 
18. B. & C., loc-cit. 
19. P. R 0. ) Wards 9/140, ff-50lb-503b. 20. Ibijo 
21. P. R. O., C. 66/1594. 
22. Shall, 11) 131. 
23- B. & C. 7 joc. cit!. No will or I. P. M. but dt. of death given in son John's I. P. M. 2 P. R*O*j C. 142/419/45. 24. B. &C., loc-cit. 
25. B. &C., 13. 
26. See note 23. 
27- Middle Temple AdmJgqjn-nc 12 51. 
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Marriages of children (continued) 
George md. twice: - (a) Mary2 d. sf Adrian Stoughton of 
West Stoke, Sussex. (q. v. ) - Issue. (b)ý Frances 
French of Essex. Issue. 
Richard 
J ame s 
Margaret md.. John Poor of Bedfordshire. 
Mary md. Francis, s. and h. of Bradshaw Drew of Densworth 
in Euntington (q. v. ). He under 21 in will of aunt 
Dame Dorothy Thornehurst, 1620. 
Subsidy assessments. 
(As of Racton7 Hundred of Westbourne & Singleton, Chichester 
. Rape. ) 
30 Henry VIII John Gounter Esq., in goods : C60.32. 
2 Elizabeth Arthur Gounter Esq. in lands : C20.33- 
14 Elizabeth 
7 Elizabeth 
11 11 it 11 11 
George Gounter Esq. 11 of 
(Sessor for that Hundred. ) 
: C20.34. 
: zl 6.35. 
28. Al. Ox., 11) 620. 
29. B. &C., loc. cit. 
30- P. C. C. 59 Soame. 31. Harl. Soc. Pubns. I xliii, 87- 
32- P. R. O., E. 179/190/225. 
33- E. 179/igo/264. 
34* E- 179/190/283. 
35: E. 179/190/347. 
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HOWARD,, (Earl of Arundel) 
I 
Orijzins,. 
Philip Howard, the first Earl of Arundel of the Howard 
family, was the eldest son of Thomas Howard, 4th Duke of 
Norfolk who was executed in 1572, by his first wife Lady Mary 
Fitzalanj daughter of Henr Fitzalanj last Earl of 
Irundel 
of 
the Fitzalan family, (q. v. 
5. 
His mother had died in 1557, but 
it was through her that he inherited the Arundel title in 1580 
when his maternal grandfather died. This fact calls for some 
explanation in that, of Henry Fitzalan's two daughters, it was 
the younger, Mary, who had married the Duke of Norfolk and 
was mother of Philip Howard, while the elder, Joan, had 
married Lord Lumlej and had died without issue some four years 
before her father. - It was on this elder daughter and on her 
husband that the Arundel estates had been settled by the late 
Earl. 2- However, on 24 February, 1580s the day that Henry 
Fitzalan7 Earl of Arundel, died, Lord Lumley conveyed his life 
interest in the Castle and Honour of Arundel to Philip Howard, 
his bnephew-in-law, whereby, according to the admission made 
by the Crown in 1433 that the Earldom went by tenure of the 
Castle and Honourt Philip became Earl of Arundel. 3- 
The chief residence of the Howards before 1580 was 
Kenninghall in Norfolk. After 1580 Philip Howard appears to 
have been regarded as primarily of 
Lssex; his name appears 
on the Commission of the Peace for Sussex in that year. 4,, His 
wife, the Countess of -Arundell was for a time in the custody 
of Sir Thomas Shirley of Wiston. (v. infra). 
1. G. E. C. 2 12 252 et se-qq. 
2. Ibid.; and G. E. C. 2 vi41266 et seqq. concerning 
the 
dead of settlementq Cf. S. A. C., xxviij 56-17. 
3. G. E. C., 12 254; and see notes on Fitzalanj Earl of 
Arundel. 
4. T. B. Howell: State-Trials, (1816), ij 1253; B. M. Add. MSI 
38,792, f. lb; P. R. O. Assizes, 35, S. E. Circuitj Sussex, 
22-27. 
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(Howard2 continued) 
Members of the family- 
Head of the fF-, 
- Lmily- in 1-580. 
Philip Howardq eld. son of Thomas Howard2 4th Duke of Norfolk, who was executed in 1572, by his first wife) Lady Mary Fitzalang younger daughter of Henry Fitzalanj Earl of Arundel. She died in 1557- (v. supra. ) 
JulY7 1557, born. His mother died at his birth. Kýng Phi-lip and the Lord Chancellor were his godfathers. 2* 
1572, his father was attainted and executed. 
6. 
Shortly afterwards, when c. 15 years old7 went to Cambridge with his two younger brothers and remained there two yea s. Then bore the courtesy title of the Earl of Surrey. 
ý* 
(See also under 'Education'). 
1576, M. A. Cantab. (According to the D. ý: B-j a recognition 
of rank rather than of academic merit. ) 
Went to Court and led a ratheg profligate life. Was 
paid marked attention by the Queen-7- 
Feb. 7 1580, on the death of his maternal grandfather7 Henry Fitzalan7 he succeeded to the Earldom of Arundel (v. sup; a). 
1580 - 15857 J. P. Sussex. 
lo* 
20 Dec., 1583, confined to his house in London on the 
plot. suspicion that he was connected with the Throgmorton 
24 Dec., 1583, articles were drawn up on which he was to 
be cross-examined, relating to his alleged intrigues with 
Lord Paget2 and Charles Arundel, the conspirators, before 
they had left England, and his transactions ItAth tie Earl 
of Northumberland, and Mary, queen of SCOtS.. L&-'o 
Sept., 1584, Partljýmder the influence of his wife, he 
became a Catholic. 
5. S. A. C., x34,83; G. E. C., i, 254, says he was born 28 June, 15T7 - 6. D. N. B. sub "Thomas Howard, 4th Duke of Norfolk". 7. ed. Duke of Norfolkz Lives of Philip Howard, Earl of Arundel and of Anne Dacres, his wife, (1857), 9-3-1. This 
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(Howard7 Earl of Arundel, continued. ) 
April, 1585, attempted to escape from the countryt but was 
re-captured almost immediately and was committed to the 
Tower. Subsequently sentenced to imprisonment during the 
Queen's pleasuret and to the payment of a fine of f. 10,000. 
Obliged to sell his share of the manor of Cuckfield and of 
lands there for : C5OO to Walter Covert to help to meet 
this . 
14. 
1589, attainted and condemned to death$ one of the charges 
being that he had said Mass for the success of the Armada. 
His lands were declared forfeit. Sentence not carried out. 
Lingered in the Tower until October, 1595, when he died. 
Bur. in Tower Chapel. His remains later removed to 
Arundel. 15- 
His wife, 
Anneq d. of Thomas, Lord Dacre og the North. She married 
Philip Howard in his 14th year. 1 - 1582, she openly became a 
Catholic. 17* 1583-14 was a prisoner in the custody of Sir 
Thomas Shirley at Wistr House in Sussex. There her daughter, 
Elizabeth, was born. In April, 1584, she was cross- 
examined about her religion7 her alleged habit of hi5bouring 
Jesuits, and her correspondence with Charles Paget. - June, 
1584, she petitioned Walsingham to use his influence with the 
Queen to obtain her release. 20.1581$ much of her property 
was seized on her husband's arrest. 2 . Her debts are said by 
one writer to have amounted at one time to a42000,224, Drill 
1630, died at Shifnall Shropshire. Buried at Arundel. 
3,1 
biography is based on original MSS but these are not 
directly referred to. The whole is somewhat hagiographic. 
8. D. N. B., sub "Philip Howar I arl of Arundel". 9. IbId. 2 and Lives of Philip Howard I Pt. 12ch-3 10. P. R. O. Assizes, (See note 4). 
-'909 1382 no. 47; and L, ves of Philip Ho 11. Qal. S. P. D3 1581 ward. 
Pt. lqch 5. 
12. Cal. S. P: D., 1581-190.139, nos. 52 and 53- 
13. D. N. B.; and L_ives of Philip Howard. 7Pt. l2ch. 
6. 
14. D. N. B*; and Lives of Philip_HowArd Pt. llchs. 8 & 9; 
S-A-Cei x1i, 83; -S-A-C-7xlviijl36* 15. U. N. B.; and Lives of Philip Howard Pt. ilchs. 12-18. 
T. B. Howe112 State Trials3. (181b)7 1249 et seqqo 
16. Lives of Philip Howard etc., 10. 
17. D. N. B. Isub ': Philip Howard". Lives of P[ilip Howard etc., 
Pt. 21 
. ch., 4. 
18. D. N. B-- loc-cit; S. A. C., v116. (The Li etc. says she was 
cu'siody 1582 "32but this does not agree with her plea of Juneq15841 or with joc. cit. ) 
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(Howardl. Earl of Arunde12 continued) 
Children. 
Thomas Only son. Born, 1586. In 1604ý restored in blood and to titles of Earl of Arundel and Surrey, and to the honours his father had enjoyed and to the baronies of the attainted Duke of Norfolk. 16og-lo, first 
continental tour. 1611, K. G. 16152 became a protestant. 1616, Privy Councillor. 1621, presided over 
committee of peers on Bacon's case. Joint Commissioner 
of Great Seal; Earl Marshal. 1626-18, imprisoned for 
hostility to Buckingham. 1628, attempted mediation in debates on the Petition of Right. 1639, general of the army against the Scots . 1641, presided at Strafford's trial. 1642t escorted the Queen to the 
Continent and subsequently lived at Padua, contributing large sums to the royalist cause. 1644, created Earl 
of Norfolk. Was a noted art collector. 1646, died. 24. 
Elizabeth Only daughter. Born at Wiston, 1584.25- Dip4 at 
the age of sixteen, probably of consumption. 40* 
Education. 
Univerpities. Inns of Court. 
Father Educ. at St. John's CR; 1., Adm. Inner Tgmple, 
Cambridge, M. A. 21576.2-r- Nov. 9 157902 
Son Thomas2(Schoo12 West- Thomas, adm. Inner. 31. minster) ,, Temple2 Nov., 1604 At Trinity S81lege, Camb, 
M. A., 16052 - 
19 
20 
21: 
22 
23: 
24s 
25. 
26. 
27' 
28: 
29. 
30. 
31o 
Cal. S. P. D*. 
-- 
1ý 1-1907171 nos. 20,22, & 23- 
Cal. S P. D.. 15 =1 0 186, no. 15. 
S. A. C., x1vii 1" 
LLyes- 
of-Philip-Howardl 189. 
Lives of PhiliD Hownrd ... P91 . --7 Lives of Philip Howard .. I pt. 21 D. N-Bjsub 'Thomas Haviard, 2nd Earl 
G. E. C: I ij 255. S. A. C , v. 16. Lives of PhiliD Howa d.. 223- 
Al. Cant.. Pt. llii$416. 
Inner TemPle Admisslons, 94. Noted 
the'frivolities of the Court". 
D. N. B., but this not noted in the 
Al. Cant., Pt. l, ii, 416. 
InI2 r Temple A! ftMis-siona, 168. 
ch. 14. 
of Arundel & Surrey' 
that he "withdrew from 
University register* 
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(Howard, Earl of Arundel continued) 
Marriages of children. 
Thomas md. in Sept., 1606, Alatheal 3rd d. and heiress 
of Gilbert. Talbot, 7th Earl of ShrewsburyoR2. 
Elizabeth died unmd. 
3 3- 
32co G. E. C. 9i, 257. 33- See note 26. 
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HUSSEY* 
Origins. 
The Husseys were an ancient family with a pedigree going 
back to Henry Hosatus, or de Hoese, founder of Durford Abbey 
in 1165. From his elder son descended the Husseys of Harting, 
with lands also from time to time in Wiltshire, Kent and 
Gloucesteishire. From his younger son descended the Husseys 
of Salop. -A link between these Husseys and the Husseys 
of Slinfold and Cuckfield in the 16th century seems very 
likely, but has not apparently yet been established. 2. 
The John Hussey who ý(as a J. P. of Sussex between 1559 and 
1572, and perhaps earlier, -3*and is described in the bishop's letter of 1564 as Mr John Hussey of Cuckfield, J. P. of the 
East part of the county and a "favourer of religion and godlie 
ordert'14. appears to have been the seconý son of Henry Hussey 
Esq. of Slinfold who died in about 1541,.: 7-and who had been a 
deforciant in fine for Denne in Horsýam in 1517 and for the 
manor of Leigh in Cuckfield in 1540.0- Nothing is known of the 
parentage of this Henry Hussey$ though he mentions in his will- 
a brother, John Hussey7 buried in Slinfold Church. From this 
John Hussey descen ed a collateral branch of the family7 the 
Husseys of LondoV- 
While the length of the connection of the Husseys with 
Sussex suggests that this Henry Hussey-was no newcomer to the 
county in the 16th century, it seems that it was by his 
marriage to Eleanor, daughter and heiress of John Bradbridge, 
that he established himself in ýlinfold, and also perhaps 
acquired property in Cuckfield. 0- The Bradbridges had been 
settled in Slinfold since the early l4th century and some 
indication of the extent of their property there and elsewhere 
is given in the will of Jýhn Bradbridge, father of Eleanor, 
dated and proved in 15034, * Some of the Cuckfield property 
of the 16th century Husseys may have come from Eleanor's 
motherjAgnes, daughter and heiress of John-Payne of Cuckfield. 
1. B. &C: 344 
2. Ibid 2K-17- 
3- F. R. O. Assizesi 351 S. E. Circuit Sussex, 1ý-14; He was not 
on the Commission in 1561 or 
02. (See nos-3 & 4. Roll 
for 1563, no. 57 is missing). 
4. Bishop's letter91564 (Camden Misc., ix: 110) 5' B. &C. 1286-'7- Will, Chichesterg 2/229b. 6: B. &C. 1286. 7o' Ibid; Comber2 (Horsham), 184. 
8. B &C 286-17. 
9. P: C. 6! 31 Blamyr. 
10. 'L. C. H. 
-Sussex,, vii, 
158; S. N. Q. Iii)221. 
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(Hussey continued) 
Henry Hussey Esq. 9 at his death in about 15417 left three sons; the eldest, Sir Henry Husseyq succeeded to the 
Slinfold propertyg while the second, Johng inherited the manor 
of Leigh in Cuckfield which his father had acquired in 15409 
the previous year. 10- 
The Husseys held the manor of Leigh in Cuckfield from 
1,540 to 1627, and this branch of the family are referred to 
in Parish Registers and other sources as "of Pain's in 
Cuckfield". Pain's Place was apparently the original man 
house and the estate of Pains formed part of Leigh manor. 
On a chimney piece are carved the initials, 11I. H-11 and 11M. H. 111 
probably those of John Hussey who died in 1572 and of his 
wife) Margaret. It has been suggested that Pains was either 
built or re-built by this John Hussey before 1557 when Sir 
Henry Hussey of Slinfold died. 12. 
The Husseysgýre described by Cooper as important figures 
in that district, -L. 5- They were, above all, distinguished for 
their parliamentary services to Sussex. Their name is found 
among lists of M. P's for Sussex constituencies from the late 
13th century onwards. Henry Hussey who died in about 1541, 
was M. P. for Horsham in 1529. His eldest son, Sir Henry 
Hussey, sat for the same borough in 1552, and for Lewes in 
1553, when he appears to have been among those who opposed 
the Marian reaction. 14- Anthony Hussey Esq-9 Sir Henry's 
first cousin) was member for Horsham in 15531 and for 
Shoreham. in 1558.1ý* 
. 'Although John Hussey2 the J. P., bought the impropriated 
rect6yy of Cuckfield with a messuage and garden7 in 1560, it 
seems that soon afterwards the family fortunes began to 
decline7 forlýn 151564 and 1572, John Hussey sold property to 
Ninian Ward. Further alienations of property took place 
af ter his death. 
11. V. C. H3 Sussex, vii) 158; S. N. O. gii7221. 12. S. N. Q. 7loc. cit. This article errs in saying this 
John 
Hussey died in 1600. It was his son who died in that year. 
Cf. B. &C., 286-17, and genealogy given below. 
13- W. V. Cooper: History of the Parlsh of Cucjýfield7118 et seqq. 
14. Bodl. MSqe, Museo717; Official Returns. 
15 B &C. 7 joc. cit., for relationship. 1 Cýoper7 op-cit-, 119-t2O. 
bLd; 
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Whether-armigerous. 
Not mentioned in the 1570 Visitation, nor in that of 16aa, 
though the ancient family of Hussey whose pedigree. is given 
by Berry, had a coat of arms. 17* 
Members of the famil 
19ead of the f amily in 15EO. 
John Hussey of Paints in Cuckfield Esq. 7 eld. son and heir 
of John Hussey Esq. of the same, who was J. P. of Sussex, 
1559-1572 (v- notj§ on origjns), and M. P. Horsham, 1571,180 
and died c. 1572 7 26rd of Margaret2 
d. of William Apsley 
Esq., of Thackham. 
c. 1572, succeeded his father and was his executor. 
Between 1579 and 1581, during the quarrel between Henry 
Bowyer of Cuckfield (q . v. ) and Edmund Curtis, Vicar of Cuckfield and brother of the Bishop of Chichesterg took the 
side of Bowyer agaiýiý Curtis and most of the leading 
Cuckfield families. 
Feb., 15% plaintiff in a lawsuit about lands in 
Slinfold. 0 
1585, violent quarrel with a ndighbour, Captain Vaughauý3- 
1587, holding manor of Leigh9249 EvidentlX, ýold the manor 
of Pains to John Porter who died in 1599. ' 
27 May, 1600, buried at Cuckfield. 26, 
17. B. &C. j 344.11,85. 18. BrowmWillis, Notitia Parliamemtarla? J C. C. 9 Peter. 19. Will dt. 25 June 1571; pr. 6 Mchý 15 21 P 
20. B. &C., 286-17. AAmon. j Nov. 1583, Lewes 
B. 1/124. 
21. Cooper, op. cit. 119. 
22. B-. &. C., loc. cit. 
23- Cobperjop. cit- 120. 
24. V. C. H. Sussex, viit 158. 
25. Ibid. 
26. B. &C., log-cit. 
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(Hussey continued. ) 
Wive, s . 
27 - 
Md. twice: - 
1) Joan, d. of John Michell of Cuckfield, Sussex. 
2) Maryq d. of Thomas Wroth of Druant's in Enfield, Middx- 
Had the manor of Leigh under song NathanAglls willq 1627- 
Will dt. 20 Apr., 1646, pr 4 June$ 1647.1--uo 
Children. 29. 
By his first wife: - 
George Eld. s. and h. Later of Peasmarsh Esq. Died 14 Jan-ý 
1615. i. p. m. will. 30* 
Dy his second wife: - 
Nathaniel Held part of manor of Pains in Cuckfield, 16 5: Will 
dt. 2 June, 1626, pr. by sentence 2 Dec. 1627 
Bur . 411 Hallows, Bread St-i 30 June, 1626. Thomas Of Bread Street7 Londong citizen and grocer Will 
dt. 11 Jan., 16532 pr. 21 Nov., 1655.32. 
Joseph 
John 
Robert 
Stephen 
Anne or 
Lydia 
Martha 
Dorcas 
Clerk. Minister of Cincpen 
Citizen and salter. One oi the bridge mastdrs of 
London, 1666. 
Bap. Cuckfield, 27 Aug-2 1598. 
Harmah 
Education. 
Father 
Sons 
Universities. nris of Court, - 
Perhaps adm. Gray's 
Inng 1553 1556, 
or 1562) 
ý3ýor 
27. Ibid. 
28. P. C. C. 117 Fines. 
29. B. &C. 2 loc-cit. i, - 30- P. C. C. Rudd rg 
31- P C. C. 123 Skynner. 
32. P: C-C- 186 Aylett. 
33- Grayls Inn Admissions, 23,272 31- 
.0 
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Marriages of children,. 
34. 
Of the first inarriage.: - 
George md. Joan, eld. d. of John Dering of Egerton, Kent, 
gent. "'* executrix to her husband in "I 1615. Of the second marriage: - 
Nathaniel md. Mary, d. of Richard Catlyn, or Catpynj of 
Woolverston, Suffolk. Issue. 
Thomas md. Katherinet d. of Alexander G eering of Lechladet 
Gloucs. Issue. 
Joseph D. s. p. 35- John Married twice. Identity of wives unknown. 
Robert md. Awdrey, d. of Francis Curwen of London. Issue, 
several of whom settled in Barba does. 
Stephen 
Anne md. - Street. 
Lydia md. - Crab. 
Martha md. at Cuckfield, 24 Nov., 1598, Curtis Cole. Issue. 
Dorcas 
Subsidy assessments. 
(As of Cuckfield, Hundred of Buttinghill, Lewes R 
38 Henry VIII John Hussey in lands 
It If 
f. 20 
C40: 37- 2 Elizabeth John Hussey Esq. 
it 
ý 38. '40 f 5 Elizabeth Mr . John Hussey It . . 39 - clo 14 Elizabeth John Hussey . : 40 - C20 18 Elizabeth John Hussey, gent. . : 41 L-2 Charles I Mistress Mary Hussey, " - : C2. 
widow, 
Nathaniel Hussey, gent. 11 11 
34. B. & C., loc. cit.; Comber, (Horsham)? 187. 
35. See Comber, loc. cit. 
36. P. R. O., E. 1-7-ý-/190/225. 
37. E. 179/190/267- 
38., E* 179/190/274. 
39. E. 179/190/283- 
40. E- 179/190/299 
41. E. 179/191/377ý 
I ---- 
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JEFFERAY, (or Jeffrey). 
Origins. 
The family of Jefferay? owners of Chiddingly manor in the 
rape of Pevensey for three generations "and rendered 
illustrious by the production of Sir John Jefferay, Lord Chj? f 
Baron of the Exchequer" seem to have been of Sussex origin. 
Both Berry and Comber and Mr Lower trace their pedigree back to 
Symon Jefferay whose place of residence is unknown but o was 
the father of William Jefferay of Bletchington, Sussex. 
William died in 9 Edward IV, -1469, and it was his son nd heir2 
John, who purchased Chiddingly manor and died in 1513 .Y His 
three sons, Richardq Thomas and William2 founded three distinct 
branches of the family; Thomasq who was either te second or 
the third son, founded the Ripe branch; William, also a younger 
son, founded the branch at Peaks in Chiddingly. The eldest, 
Richard2 succeeded his father as proprietor of Chiddingly Place 
and in the Subsidy Roll for 1545 he is placed at the head of 
the list of contributors at Chiddingly manor with the highest 
assessment2 at the rate of 40s. He died in 1554. By his 
wife, Elizaý daughter of Robert 14hitfield of Wadhurstj he had 
two sons and a daughter. The younger son, Richard, settled 
at South Malling2 and the elder was the distinguished judge, 
the future Sir John Jefferay. 4. 
Mr. Mainwaring Johnston referred to them as "The 
important and ancient family of the Jefferays who were seated 
in Sussex as early as the beginning of the fifteenth century7 
and who even then ranked as persons of wealth and consequence"* 
Their coat of arms, like those of so many families, is 
more productive of hypotheses than of reliable information as 
to their earlier origins. Mr Lower considered that the 
Jefferay coat was a derivation of that of Echingham because 
the family held an estate in Bletchington of the Barons of 
that name. Mr W. S. Ellis, however, suggested that "as 
it more 
nearly resembles the St. Leger bearings and as Geoffrey was 
not. an uncommon name of their race it seems more likely 
that 
the Jefferays sprang from one of its scions - taking, as was 
frequently the case) - the Christian name for a surname and 
charging the chief with a lion as a distinctive bearing". 
O* 
1. S. A. C. 2 xiv, 218. 
2. Ibid., and B. & C. 7 156. 
Bletchington in Friston, 
3- Will pr. 1515; P. C. C. 24 
4* B. &C., joc. cit. - S. A. C., 
5. S. A. C i- liii 13A 6. s-A-C: q vi, 
63. 
Lower suggests thiswas 
now Friston Place. 
Fettiplace. 
loc. cit. 
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(Jefferay continued. ) 
The seat of the Jefferays, Chiddingly Place$ was re-built 
by Sir John Jefferay*and "must hav been one of the finest 
Elizabethan houses in the countyll. 
ý* 
It was arranged on three 
sides of a quadrangle, open towards the North, with two 
projecting wings and a slightly projecting porch making an 1E17- 
an architectural compliment to the Queen. But apparently the 
house was occupied only for a very short time. ' "The mortar 
could scarcely have been dry when its builder departed this 
life and his heigess soon after took up her chief abode in a 
distant shire". 0- 
Whether sgrmigerous. 
Mentioned in 1570 Visitation9o Also in the 1634 Visitation-10- 
Members of the-familv. 
Head ! 2f the family in 1580-11- 
Sir John Jefferay, Rnt., eld. son of Richard Jefferay who 
died in 1554 and of El f za, his wife, daugghter of Robert 
Whitfield of Wadhurst., 2a 
J. P. Sussex, 1664 - 1578. Sometimes of the quorum. 
13. 
1564, bishopts letter as a "favouier of religion and godlie 
order" and "learned in the lawti. 4. 
1569, accepted the Act of Uniformity. 15* 
15631 M. P. Clitheroe; 1571 East Grinstead; jgý21 Sussex; 
1581) Sussex, vice Walter Covert, deceased* 
Admitted to Gray's Inn2 1544 (see 'Education' barrister) 
1546; Lent reader2 1561; Serjeant-at-law, 1567; Queen's 
serjeant, 1572. 
7. S. A. C., xivq P-18. 8. S-A-C4oj xivq 218; and Horsfield, 1,354. 
9. H. C., MSI G. 18, and D. 11: Phillips, 6. 
10. H C-MS-jC- 27. 
11. Sirictly, Sir John Jefferay should not be included in this 
study since, according to his I. P. M. he died 13 May, 1578, 
leaving no male heirs (v. infra note 21). But in view of 
his importance in the county and the comparatively long 
association of his family with it$ .- 
the early date of his 
death was intentionally overlooked. 
12. B. &C-1 156. 
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Justi ie of Queen's Bench2 1576; Chief Baron of the Exchequer, 
1577- 7* 
1577, knighted. 18. 
He was Justice of Assize for the S. W. Circuit, 1574.19- 
1575 onwards, took Part in the legal dispute over the Dicker 
common, siding with the Pelhams against Anthony Smyth and 
the Crown. 20- The Crown eventually gave way. 
13 Mayq 15781 died in the ward of Coleman St., London. Buried 
at Chiddingly. M. I. 21. 
Wivas. 2 2. 
Md. twice: - 
1) Alice, d. of John Apsley of London. She died 28 May, 1570. 
2) Mary2 d. of George Goring Esq. of Ovingdean, Sussex. 
Zildren. 23- 
Elizabeth Only child. DA. 6 Dec. j 1611. Bur. at Chiddingly. M-I: 
13*A%ge7d 
8 in 570 and 15 in 1578. 
Education. 
Universities. . Inns of COM-1- , 24. Father Adm. Gray's Inn, 1544 
(No sons) 
13- P. R. O. Assizes, S. E. Circuitq Sussexq 6-20. 
14. Bishop's letterg 1564, (Camden Misc. ix, 10. ) 
15. Ibid. 
16. Official Returns- N. Fuidge: The Personklel of the House- 
of Commons2 1ýM-17. (London7 M. A. -thesis) Sec. III., 187-lb- 
17- D. N. B.; Fass, Judges of England, vq 513-t4. 
18. Shaw, 11,78. 
19. Fuidgeq loc. cit. 
20. S. A. C., xiv, 234-5; B. M. Add. MS. ý3)187iff 1711 & 208. 
21. i-P. M. 2 P. R. O. ý C. 142/191/77 & 106. Will2 P. C. C. 21 Watson; for his M. I. 5 see S. A. C. xivq 242. 22. B. &C., loc. cit. 
23. Ibid. 
24. Grgy' s -inn 
Omissions, 17. 
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25. Marriages of ghildren. 
Elizabeth md. as his first wifeg Edward Montague of Boughton, 
co. Northants. 1562-1644, who was crI Baron 
Montague in 1611. 
Subgidv aggessments. 
(As of Chiddingly, Pevensey Rape). 26* 38 Henry VIII Richard Jefferay in lands : C20o 
14 Elizabeth John Jefferay, serj. " It f-30-27* 
-at-lawl(Commissioner) ^0 18 Elizabeth John Jefferay Esq. in lands f-30-, '-'* 
(Co=issioner) 
25. B. &C., joc. cit. For Edward Montaguels dispute with his 
brother-in-law, Richard Jefferay, see P. R. O. St. Ch., 
5 Eliz., J. 9.23., & J. 22,18. 
26. P. R. O., E. 179/190/225. 
27. It ) E. 179/190/283. 28. it , E- 179/190/299. 
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LEE CH o 
OriF,, ins. 
The origins of Richard Leech of Fletching in Sussex, Esq., 
Sheriff of Surrey and Sussex in 1595, M. P. for Camelford in 
1593$ and a J. P. of Sussex between June, 1589 and 1595) are 
obscure, although he appears to have been a man of substance 
and of influential connections in the county. 
He does not appear in any relevant Sussex Visitations, 
nor in the pedigree in Berry and Comber which shows that a 
certain James Leech "descended out of Chatsworth in the co. of 
Derby, and lived in Sussex as appears by certificate". His 
son and heir was one, Thomas Leech of South Bersted in Sussex, 
and in this pedigree, no other sons are mentioned, although 
Thomas apparently had two sons, John, living near Chichester 
in 1634$ and William. lo Although Richard Leech is known to 
have had two brothers, John and William$ they cannot have been 
the same) since John Leech of Fletching's will is dt. 13 August, 
* The only link appears to be in the 1574, and pr. 9 Feb. 1575.2 
coats of arms which are the same in Berry and on the M. I. of 
Richard Leech of Fletching Esq-3- 
Richard Leech's parentage is unknown, thou h he was 
apparently born in the parish of Smethe in Kent-i'* In his will, 
Richard refers to his uncle, John Baker, and also to "the 
right honourable2 my very good lord, the Lord Buckhurst and 
the Lady Buckhurst, his wife", acknowledging his gratitude to 
them for all they have done for him and,, his2 and referring to 
his own gifts to Lord Buckhurst's sons. 2- 
Richard Leech is known to have two brothers le john and 
Williamý and at least two sisters, Sybil who marr d first, 
Thomas Courthope of Dymchurch7 Kent and secondly, - Cheesman, 
and Anne. Richard Leech also had a brother-in-law, Thomas 
Churcher. 6. 
1. B. &C. ) 7. 2' P. C. C., 9 Pyckering. 
3: B. &C., loc. cit.; cf. S. A. C., iv) 232. 
40 S. A. C., iv, 232. 
5. P. C. C., 69 Drake. 
6. Ibid., and P. C. C. 9 Pyckering. 
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Ybether armigeroup. 
Not mentioned in the 1570 or 36. '34 Sussex Visitations. 
iA 
cýýt 
of arms appears on Richard Leech's monumental inscript on. 
Members of the f atly. 
7 
8' 
9: 
10 
ii: 
12. 
13* 
He, ld of the family jin 1680.8- 
Richard Leech of Fletching, Sussex, Esq. of unknown 
parentage. 
1593, M. P. Camelford. 90 
June, 1589 - 1595, J. P. Sussex. 
10- 
1595-t6, Sheriff of Surrey & Sussex. ll* 
Referred to by a contemporary as "Richard Leech Esq Ia Sussex gentleman of good fortune, having large esta; es in 
Kent, Hampshire, Surrey and Sussex, and whose town house 
was in Coleman Street. U2. 
1574, listed as the mana er of a forge belonging to Lord 
Buckhurst in Fletching. lS. 
1588, assessed at : C40 for the Armada Loan. 14. 
1593, with his wife, Charity, bought the mano and rectory 
of Plumpton Boscage from Sir Francis Carew. lF- 
Apparently resided at Sheffield in Fletching7 though 
practically nothing is known %ý the original mansion where 
Sheffield Place later stood. 1 
23 Deý, S, 1597, died. 
17*Bur. at Fletching in accordance with 
Will, -LQ- Mei. 
S-. A-,. C., iv, 232. 
Assumed that he was living in Sussex in 1580. 
Official Return-2 
P. M. Assizes) ý57 S. E. Circuit, Sussex, 31-37- 
See Appendix 4. 
xi, 7-8. '- 
111,242; see also S. A. C., 11,209 and B. M. Stowe 
MSL; ' 570if. 104; also Appendix 29. 
e7 ij 6* 
7 XXI 5 Xiv, 140y-g. A. C., xxxivq2O. See also =.,; -7, -,:, xix, 4 and xx, 
570 
(Leech continued. ) 
Wives. 
Md. twice: - 
1) 7 (In his will, Richard Leech referred to his late wife 
and child, beside whom he wished to be buried in Fletching 
Church). 
2) Charity, or Catherine, d. of Robert White of Christchurch, 
Hants. l')- She remarried, 19 May, 1597) at Sheffield, 
Fletching, Charles Howard, 2nd but eld. surviving 8 on of 
Lord Howard of Effinghamtllst Earl of Nottingham. 2 & She 
died 18, bur. 20 Dec., 18 at Fletching. Will dt. 16 May, 
pr. 27 Jan- 1619.21. It was she who erected the M. I. to 
Richard Leech at Fletching Church. She was made his sole 
executrix and was also bequeqthed all Dis lands in Sussex, 
"having no issue of his body living". 
Children. 
Elizabeth Mentioned 
Then sole 
the "late 
his will. 
in Visitations of Kent, 1574 ! pd 1592 . 
23- 
heiress. Apparently d. v. p. 2 Possibly 
child" of Richard Leech referred to in 2! ý. ' 
16. Horsfield, iq 277- 
17- I. P. M., see S. R. S. 9'xiv, 140. 18. S., &. C., xi, lo; iv, 232; will P. C. C. 89 Drake. 
19. 'Charity' in Richard Leech's will, 'Catherinef in his 
M. I. (see S. A. C. xil 10) 
20. G. E.. C. $ ix, 7ZT. 21. P C. C. 5 Parker; S-A-C,. ix 404. 
22. . xillo; & P. C. C. 
89 Lrake. 
23- Visitltions of Kent3-1574 and 152g 
I Sýý I 
(Harl. Soc. Pubns. )lxxvl 
. &. G.. (. 
24. See inscription on father's M. I. (S. A. C., xillO) 
25. P. C. C. 89 Prakee 
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Educgtion. 
Universities. 
Marriages of ch; j1dren. 
Elizabeth md. John Evering, 
and heir aPP. 
He remarried. 29ý 
Subsidy assessments* 
(As of Sheffield, Hundred of 
14 Elizabeth Richard Leech 
Inns of Court. 
e of Everinge? Kent, Esq., son 
John Danyell Everinge. No issue. 
Richmonden, Pevensey Rape). 
in goods ý: 5.27- 
26* He. rl. So c. PubA S-9 loc-cit. 
27: P. R. O., E. 179 /19OT283. 
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LEVETTo 
Origins. 
The family 
distinguished but 
place held by one 
Peace for several 
of Levett does not appear to have been very 
is included in this study by reason Of the 
of its members on the Commissioý of the 
years during Elizabeth's reign. 6 
The family here in question was that of the Levetts of 
Little Horsted and Hollington. Little is known of their origin 
and there is apparently no known connection between them and 
the Levetts of Warbleton and Salehurst. Comber compiled 
pedigrees of both these families but showed no relationship 
between them. 2- The most that can be said is that a common 
origin is likely, especiqlly as the two families were settled 
so near together. 
The pedigree of the family here under consideration has 
been traced no further back than one, John Levett, who was a 
deforciant, in fine for thS manor of Allington in 1515, together 
with Elizabeth, his wife. - Their children were John and 
Richard. John Levett, the elder, of Little Horsted and 
Hollington, was plaintiff in fine for Allington in 1526, and 
his will was dated 12 October) 1533, and was proved 11 May 4( 
1535. His Inquisition Post Mortem was dated 30 October, 1ý36. 
John LevettIs heir, of the same name was a minor in 
1534, but came of age on 11 September, 1546 He died 13 
December, 1554, his I. P. M. being dated 7 Noýember 1555.5-He 
had married Eva, daughter and heiress of Richard 
Idams, 
and 
sister and heiress of Stephen Adams of Harrietsham, Kent. 
She re-married Lawrence Ashburnham. Es and survived him also, 
her will not being proved until 1585. By her first husband) 
she had four children -a son and three daughters. 
The son 
was Lawrence Levett, 
the Elizabethan J. Pe 
1, But John Levett2 father of Lawrence, held as many as 20 
manors at his death according to his I. P. M. dt. 7 NOV-2 
1554* 
(P. R 0 C. 142/106/66 and C. 142/108/105). 
2. CombZr; hewes)2 146 et seqq.; B. &C., 229. His notes at 
the head of p. 229 of his copy of Berry7 deal with the 
Hollington family. but he apparently found nothing to 
link them directiý with the Warbleton Levetts whose 
printed pedigree and coat of arms appear below. 
3- There are three notes in Comber7(Lewes), 148, which are 
perhaps intended to show how long. the Levetts had been 
settled in the neighbourhood of Little Horsted & 
/contd, 
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The only Sussex families with which these Levetts are 
known to have been connected were the Challoners) since Mary, 
sister of the John Levett who died in 1554) married Francis 
Challoner of Kenwards7 and the Eversfields. 7* 
The seat of the Levetts at Hollington was "The Grove". 
In the 16th century, this7 together with a messuage and a 
windmill called "Swans" came into the hands of ýhe Levett 
family who already owneLthe manor of Yielding. 8 All of this 
property descended to the Eversfields by marriage on the 
death of the last male heir of the Levett family. (v*. infra). 
During a "good parttl of the 16th century) the manor of 
Hollington was leased to John Levett of the Grove whoqýied in 
Dec., 1554, and to his son, Lawrence, who died in 1ý86. 
Whether armigerous'. 
Not mentioned in any version of the 1570 Viý; Jtati=7 though 
Lawrence Levett was sometimes styled "Esq'J -1-w- The Levetts 
of Warbleton appear in the 1634 Visitation-11- By then the 
Levetts of Little Horsted and Hollington had died out. 
Members of the-family,. 
Head of the family in 1ý801. 
Lawrence Levett of Hollington, gent., only son of John 
Levett of Little Horsted and Hollin ton who died Decemberg 
1554jand of Eva his wife. (v. supra5. 
Aged 3.11 years in 1554.12. 
ref. -1 cont ued,. 
4. 
50 
6 
7: 
80 
9. 
Hollington, and connected with East Sussex. But the 
genealogy of the persons mentioned is not indicated. 
The pedigree of the Levetts of Warbleton & Salehurst 
goes back to Villiam. Levett of 11-larbleton whose will was 
pr. 23 May$ 1545 (B. &C. $ loc. cit.; Comber 
(Lewes)1145; 
Lewes wills, A-I-74. ) 
B. &C-1 loc. cit.; P. C. C. 24 Hogen; I-P. M. $ P. R. O. Exchr- 1085/9. 
See note 1. 
B. &Coj loc. cit.; P. -C. C. 5 Windsor., 
B. &C., loc-cit., & V. infra. 
VX. H. Sussext ix, 84. Cf,, p, 81 which says that the Grove 
was the seat of the Levetts in the 15th century. 
V. C. H., Sussexlix? 82 and BoMo Add. MS 51679)f*381 ýcontde 
-. - -.. 
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J. P. Sussex, 1578 - 1585.13. 
1580, plaintiff in fine for manor of Middleham. 14. 
20. Jan., 1586, died s. p. 
Wine. 
I. P. M. 9 23 Sept., 1586.15* 
Unmarried. He had three sisters7 Anne, Jane and Maryq all of 
whom are named in their uncle Stephen Adams' will. Mary was 
heiress to her brother and aged 30 at his death. She had 
married Thomas Eversfield, eventually of Uckfield and 
Hollington gent., and carried the Levett property into the 
Eversfield family, (q. v. ). She d. s. p. at Hollington, 31 Jan., 
1608*1 - 
Education. 
Universities. Inns of Court. 
Subsidy assessments. 
(As of Baldslow Hundred, Hastings Rape). 
38 Henry VIII John Levett, gent-I in lands : E40.17. 
14 Elizabeth Lawrence Levett, gent., in lands : E27.18. 
18 Elizabeth Lawrence Levettt Cent., It it QO-19- 
ref. 9 contd. 
(See his I. P. M., P-R 0., c. 142/lo6/66 and c. 142/108/105. ) 
10. B. &C. 9 loc-cit.; Co; berj loc. cit. 11. H C-MS C. 27- 
12. S; e fatherts I. P. M. 
13- P. R. O. Assizes, 357 S. E. Circuit7 Sussex, 20-27. 
14. B. &C. 9 loc. cit. 15. Ibid.; and P. R. O. 2 C. 142/303/133- 
16. B. &C-$loc. cit; I. P. M., P. R. O., Col42/303/133- 
17- P. M. $ E. 179/190/225. 18.11 9 E. 179/190/283- 19.11 1 E. 179/190/298. 
4 
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LEMNOR. (or tewlmor, Leuclmor etc. ) 
Origins. 
The Lewkenors are described in the introduction to an 
article on the "Pedigree of the Lewknor family" as7 "From the time of Edward I to the days of Philip and Maryll having 
"Occupied a very high position among the families of Sussex. They were thd representatives of the Bodyams7 the Wardeux, the' 
Dallyngrudges, the Bardolphs7 the Folyotts, the Louches, the 
Husseys and the Camoys, and through these last of the Tregoz 
and the Radmylles, whilst they have been connected by 
marriage urith the De la Warrs7 the Sacktrilles, the Pelhams, 
the Pellatts, the Culpeppers, the Gorings, the Audleys7 the 
Nevilles, the Finches, the Mays, the Stapleys and the 
Peacheys and a la e number of the olden lahded 
Proprietors of Sussex-, 1H The attraction which Sussex 
heiresses held for the Lewkenors has been a subject for 
comment elsewhere, 2-and it is clear that it was largely to 
their judicious choice of consorts through succeeding 
generations that the Lewkenors owed their rise. The article 
first alluded to continues, "They were many times sheriffs, 
and various members of the family represented the shire, 
Chichester, Shoreham, Horsham and East Grinstead in 
Parliament. 113- One of them7 Thomas Lewkenor7 armiger, fought i 
at Agincourt. 4- Loyal to the Lancastrian monarchyg they 
were am9ng the supporters of authority at the time of Cadets 
rising 2-apd later "fought and bled at Twwkesbury and 
BOswortLflue Sir Thomas Lewkenor7 in fact, whose uncle, Sir 
JOhn7 had been killed at Tewkesbu; y fighting under Prince 
Edward for the Lancastrian causelferebelled against 
Richard III and, having been compelled to surrender after a 
siege in his castle of Bodiamq wa; attainted and made to 
forfeit his estates to the Crown. 0- The attainder was 
reversed immediately after Henry VII's accession, but the 
revenues of the Lewkenor estates were too valuable to be 
relinquished by that thrifty ruler, so that their extensive i 
lands were not restored to the Lewkenors until 1532. In the 
award restoring the Lewkenor estates to their previous owners, 
lands are mentioned in Sussex, Middlesex7 Oxfordshire, Northamptonshire, Leicestershire, and Huntingdonshire. 9* "Few 
Sussex families", says one writer "have in any age been morel 
iýfluential than the Lewkenors". 
iOe 
S. A. Ce-I 111,89 e seqq. 
J. 
B. A. C. 7 ixiii, 201.161 See note 1; alSO S. AeC*ý mrxi 69 et L ii x=ii, 1 : , 41 et seqq. g x= 4. S-A-C.? "1123,129. 
: 
6-A. c., xviii 21n. 
ffixJ03. 7 
-A-C 2 
iiilg Combert(Lewes), 
et seqq. lxxxi, 95 et seqq 
seqq., xxxv, 127 et seqq. 1 
1500 
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The pedigree of the Sussex Lewkenors2 a family now 
extinct, J-1- has, like those Of most other ancient families, 
more than one version. In their case, one difficulty has been the existence of other families of the same name, so that 
many errors have crept into the variouj printed pedigrees 
which have appeared from time to time. 2. Mr. Cooper the 
writer of the article on the "Pedigree of the Lewkenor family" in vol. iii of the S-A. C., gave as what he considered the most credible version, one based on the B. M. Harl. MS 
1562, a version of the pedigree of the 1634 Visitation of Sussex, checked and compared with a number of other source 
and his conclusions are substantially ezidorsed by COmber-lSe 
Both of these genealogists trace the family back to one, Nicholas Lewkenor, Keeper of the Wardrobe who died possessed 
of the manor of Rayne Hallq Essex, in 1266, leavijj ayson and heir, Roger2 to whom Henry III confirmed the fee. - et as 
Mr. Cooper says2 even from this point the descent of the 
Sussex family is "very doubtful" owing to the problem already 
mentioned of the existence of Lewkenors other than those of 
Sussex., 15- 
The first reliable evidence of the Sussex Lewkenors 
appears in the Placita de Quo Warranto in 7 Edward I, where 
Roger de Lewkenor claimed and had the manor of Herstede in 
Sussex, whiiý he and his ancestors had owned from time 
immemorial. - From him descended the Sir Thomas Lewkenor 
who appears in the list of Sussex gentry in 14349 who wgg 
M. P. for Lewes in 1468, and whose I. P. M. is dated 1453- 
This Sir Thomas is notable in the annals of the county for 
his Lancastrian sentiments) his marriage to the Dallyngrudge 
heiress which brought Bodiam Castle to the Lewkenorsq and for 
his six sons, three of whom founded important branches of the 
family and all of whom had some claim to distinction. It was 
to this Sir Thomas that all the numerous Lewkenors of 16th 
century Sussex, whether of Bodiam, West Deang Selsey, Sheffield, 
Trotton or Kingston Bowsey traced their origin, and to some 
extent it Was to his astute marriage that tey owed their 
fortunes. 
8. V. C. H., Sussex, ix, 293. 
9. S. A. C., ix, 293. 
10. Ibid. 2 292n. ii. S. A. -C I - 
ijig go. 
12 I Ib d.; 90-il. 
13* S-A-C-i 111,90-91; Comber (Lewes), 148-162. 
R: 
1 
Ibide; 
=--Co see also B. 
&C., 130-11, and 343. 91 111 l 1 . 2 
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It is not cleAjZ whether he married twice or three times. Authorities differ. 10- But it seems common ground that he had issue by one wife only, though whether she was his first, 
second or third is again in dispute. She was Philippa) daughterl9-and heiress of Walter Dallyngridge of Bodiam, Castle, 
and relict of Sir Richard Barnes. 20. By her, it seems, Sir Thomas Lewkenor had six sons and 4 daughters. 
Of the six sons, Sir Roger, Sir John, Thomas) Richard, 
Walter and Nicholas, tvio died without issue, namely the 
second, Sir John who was killed at Tewkesbury in 1471, and Richard, the fourth, who was M. P. for Horsham in 1459, Shoreham 
in 1468, and East Grinstead in 1473 and 1478. The third son, 
Thomasq who was Sheriff of Surrey & Sussex in 1473s and who 
married a Goringt founded no line since his two sons, Francis 
and John died without issue. It was therefore from the 
eldest, the fifth and the sixth sons that the 16th century 
Sussex Lewkenors descended. 21- The tranch with which this 
study is mainly concerned in that it furnished two important 
J-Pis of Chichester Rape during Elizabeth's reign, was an 
offshoot of the elder line founded by Sir Roger. But, before 
dealing with the said Sir Rogeris descendants, it may be as 
well to describe briefly the other branches of the family 
whose members while not always qualifying for selection for 
study according to the standards adopted in this thesis, were 
nevertheless interesting and probably sometimes influential 
relatives. 
From the fifth son of the Sir Thomas Lewkenor already 
referred tot - Walter Lewkenor of Walberton who married Joan, 
daughter of Walter Culpepper of Bedgbery, Kent, 22-descend the 
Lewkenors of Trotton who appear in the Visitation of 1570; 
23. 
their eldest son was Richard whose son and heir2 the Richard 
Lewkenor of Trotton of the 1ý70 Visitation was a Sussex J. P. 
at the beginning of Elizabethts reign. (V. infra. ) He married 
Elizabeth, daughter of Thomas Meffante and relict of Sir Roger 
Lewkenor of Bodiam and Dedisham Park, grandson of. the Sir 
Roger above-mentioned. 24- The manor of Trotton in the parish 
of that name near Rogatet West Sussex, was originally held by 
16. S. A. C. 2 1112 91. 17. S-A-C-2 1112 92; Comber (Lewes), 149-150; S. A. C., X=ix2 
103- 
18'. S. A. C. 2 111,92; Comber (Lewes), 149-150; cf. PhilliPS27. 19 S'-A-Cej 1112 92 & 95 errs here. Cf. S-A-C- 2ix2 292. 20: Comber, loc-cit; S. A. C. ix, 287 & 292. - - -- - - - 21. Comber2 ew e TL s7,1 48- 1 6ý; S. A. C.. iii2 95 
- - 
et seqq. 
22. S. A. C 
ýýI 
iiiilOO; cf. Comb6r 7TL ew6s), 156t says Joyceld. of Ni holas Culpepper of Bayhall, Kent. 23* H. C. MS2 D. 11.1 PhilliPsi 7- 
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the family of Camoys in the 14th century, but their line 
terminated in two coheiresses2 one of wh=2 Elinor, married Sir Roger Lewkenor, elder brother of Walter, thus carrying 
Trotton manor and various appurtenances to the Lewkenors 
In 15391 Sir Roger Lewkenor, grandson of the above Sir Rýgerj 
transferred the manor of Trotton to Sir William Barentyne, 
his son-in-law, whose son, Sir Drew Barentyhe inherited it. 25. 
"It is, however, doubtful whether this was any more than a 
temporary arrangement for we find Trotton soon afterwards 
. 11 in the hands of Richard Lewkenor, grandson of Walter ýewkenor 
of W4berton, 11 and it remained with his descendants 
until 1634". 26- This branch of the family is selected for 
study in view of Richard Lewkenor's membership of the Sussex 
Commission of the Peace at the beginning of Elizabeth's reign. 
From the sixth son of Sir Thomas Lewkenor, - Nicholas 
Lewkenor of Kingston Bowsey2 or Kingston-by-Seal descended 
another interesting, and perhaps more influential branchq 
known as the Lewkenors of Kingston Bowsey. This manor, in 
the Fishemgate Hundred of Bramber Rape2 was situated in the 
immediate vicinity of what is now called Old Shoreham, on the 
left bank of the Adur estuary. According to Elwes, it came 
into the possession of the Lewkenors at the close of the 15th 
century and was to be held by them for about 250 years. 27. 
Nicholas distinguished himself in the Lewkenor fashion by 
marrying Elizabeth2 daughter, and eventually coheiress of 
Ralph Radmylde. 28. In te next four generations) the son and 
hdir was christened Edward, the first of these having his 
will proved in 1522. The Edward of the second generation 
whose will was proved in 1528, was Escheator for Sussex, 2§. 
while his eldest son7 again Edward, who was 11 years old in 
1528, became Groom Porter to Edward VI and Maryq though he 
later became hostile to her regime, for which he was tried 
at the Guildhall in June) 1556. . 6fter being condemned 
to 
death) he was thrown into the Tower where he died on 7 
September, before the sentence could be executed. However, 
"Elizabeth was not unmindful of his services and one of the 
first Acts of Parliament introduced in her time was on 15 
March, 1558 (sic) for the restitution in blood of his son, 
Edward Lewkenor, and three of his brothers and six sisters. 1110 
24. Comber, (Lewes), 157, and see 
of Trotton. 
25. Elwes, 242; see also notes on 
26. Elwes, loc. cit., suggests the 
Barentyne to Walter Lewkenor 
too early for this. 
27- Elwes, 130. 
notes below on Lewkenor 
f amily of Barentyne. 
manor Passed from Drew 
of Walberton - who lived 
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But the most notable of all the Kingston Bowsey Lewkenors 
during this period at least, was this Groom Porterts son and 
heir, of the same name. He was born in about the year, 1543, 
and most likely at the manor house of Kingston Bowsey which 
appears to have been built in Henry VII's or Henry VIIIts reign2 
close to the site of an earlier residence. He distinguished 
himself as a scholar of Cambridge University2 obtaining a Fellowship at St. John's College in 1562.31- "From 1571 to 
his death in 1605, he was almost uninterruptedly in Parliament) 
taking an active part in politics but withal retaining his 
high position as a man of letters". 32- This branch of the 
Lewkenor family seems to have sent many men to the Universities 
t 
and Inns of CoýQ2 Edward himself going on to the Middle Temple, 
his younger br th rj Thomas also going there2 two of Edward's 
sons2 Edward and Robert, going ýo Emmanuel College2 and Thomast 
son going to the Inner Temple. 33- Edward himself2 after 
attaining distinction in the House of Commons and as a 
litterateur2 was eventually knighted, in 1603- His wife 
brought him property in Suffolk where he seems to have Passed 
his latter days. She was Susan, daughter and coheiress of 
Thomas Higham of Higham Hall, Suffolk. Sir Edward Lewkenor's 
residence in later years was Denham Hall, Suffolk, where he 
died 19 September, 1605.34. is branch of the Lewkenor family 
had strong Puritan leanings. 
W, 
Since none of its members was 
on the Commission of the Peace for Sussex under Elizabeth 
or was M. P., Sheriff or Deputy Lieutenant for that county 
during her reigh, it is not included among the families 
selected for study. 
289 iiiq 101. 
29. xvii, 79. 
30- S. A. C. 7iii, 89; xvii, 79-80; Comber, (Lewes), 160* 31. Elwes, 130. 
32. Elwes, 131n. He is not to be confused with Edmund 
1. Lewkenor of Trotton (see notes on Lewkenors of Trotton): 
33- Al Cn-t- Pt. I. iii, 82; Middle Temple Admissions7 1,27,41, 
Inner Temple Admissions, 164. 
34. ýomberj (Lewes), 161. 
35- H. Matthews: Personael of the Parliament of 1ý 5. 
(London, M. A. thesis) Sect. 1119 144. 
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It is, however, with the descendants of Sir Roger 
Lewkenor, the eldest son and heir of Sir Thomas Lewkenor above- 
mentioned, that we are directly concerned. Sir Roger 
Lewkenor of Dedisham, in Slinfold and later of Bodiam, Castle 
and of Trotton2 near Rogate2 who was sheriff of the county 
in 14-40 and 1468 and died in 14782 married Elinorý daughter 
and coheiress of Sir Richard Camoys of groadwater, through 
Whom he acquired the Trotton property. 
3 - It has been shown 
how his son and heir, Sir Thomas Lewkenor of Trotton$ was 
attainted in 1483, the year before his death for his 
rebellion against Richard 1112 and how his estates were 
forfeited to the Crowng only being restored, despite the 
reversal of the said attainder on Henry VIVS accession, in 
1532 to Sir Thomas' son and heirý Sir Roger Lewkenor$ who 
died in 1543.37. Sir Roger left no male issueg only a 
daughter, Jane, by his first wife, and three infant daughters 
by his third. The Bodiam. property, on its restoration7 was 
settled on Jane, in 1532. She was then married to Sir 
William Barentyne. 38. Subsequently, Bodiam, passed to her 
three half-s sters) Katherineg Mabel, and Constance, and 
their issue. 
W 
Thus the elder line of the Lewkenor family 
failed in male heirs in the early 16th century, and from this 
Period) Bodiam, itself began "more from negl2t than from the 
tooth of time" to fall into gradual decay. 
Howeverý other descendants of-te elder Sir Rober 
Lewkenor who died in 1478 and was the eldest of the six 
Lewkenor brothers already describedg continued to flourish. 
Two of this Sir Roger's younger sons2 brothers of the Sir 
Thomas who was attainted, founded fresh branches of the 
family. One was Sir Roger Lewkenorq Rnt., of West Deaný 
whose will was proved in 1509. He founded the Lewkenors of 
West Dean and Tangmere2 the subject of this study. The 
other2 Richard Lewkenor of Sheffield7 founded another and 
much less notable branch of the family. 
41. 
36. V. supra. See also S-A-C-i 111,94 and 101. 
37. V. supra. 
38. V. C. H., Sussex lxj 263. But this account errs in 
saying Sir William Barentyne and Jane had no children, 
when they had a son, Drew Barentyne. (See notes on the 
Barentyne family). But Bodiam. did not descend to him. 
39. V-C-H. 3 Sussex loc-cit. 40. S. A. C., ix, 29 
41. -Com-Ye-r, (LewM; 151; S. A. C., 111) 97. 
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Sir Roger Lewkenor of West Dean and Tangmere2 whose will 
was proved in 1509, married Maryt daughter of Reginald West, 
Lord De la Warr. It was their fourth son, Edmund, of Tangmere 
and Fyningq who perpetuated the line. By his wife, Jane2 
daughter of - Tirrell, -he had four sons and a daughter2 - Thomasq Richardq George Edmond and Anne. 42- The elder 
Edmund died 11 March2 1ý42 and his will was proved on 23 June, 1545.43- It is with the two eldest of his sons, Thomas of 
Selsey2 and Richard of West Dean2 that this study is mainly 
concerned, since both were prominent J-P-1s under Elizabeth. 
Whether armigerous,. 
The Lewkenor coat of three chevronels seems to have been held 
by them for an indefinite period before Elizabeth's reign. 
Their name appears in all the available lists of Sussex gentry 
before this time and in all the relevant Visitations. 44. 
The Lewkenors of Trotton appear in the 1570 Visitation of 
Sussex. 4ý. 
The Lewkenors also appear in the 1634 Visitation46e Richard 
Lewkenor of West Dean is mentioned in Berry as equivalent to 
an armiger although he is not named in this Visitation. 47- 
(i) Lewkenor-of Selsey. 
Members of the family. 
Hep, d of the family in- 1580 * 
Thomas Lewkenor Esq. of Selsey, eld. son and heir of 
Edmund Lewkenor Esq. of Tangmere2 Sussex, who died 11 
March2 15447 and of Jane7 d. of - Tirrell, his wife. (V. supra). 
48. 
Born at Tangmere) Sussex7 and bap. there, 27 Jan*, 1538 . 
Aged 6 at father's death. 49. 
1563 and 1572, def. in fine for Fyning. 
50* 
42. S. A. C., 111,97, and Comber2 (Lewes), 15,8. But this 
incorrectly states that of these children2 Edmond was 
older than Georgeq and that George was born in 1544. 
It also omits Anne. (Cf. Tangmere Parish Registers at 
/condo 
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J. P., Sussex, 1575 - 1596.51- Sometimes of the Quorum. 
1577, was among those gentry cited by Bishop Curtis of Chichester to appear before him and bublicly answer to certain 
articles concerning religion. He was among those who later 
protested to the Privy Council about this The bishop was 
eventually reprimanded for over-zealousneLs. )2- 
1578, acquired the lease of part of the bishop of Chichesterts 
estate at Selsey. 53- 
1586; 14. P. Midhurst. 54. 
1587, in the certificate concerning the Sussex J. P's, he is 
described as a J. P. of Chichester Rape. He and his brother7 
Richard Lewkenorq "do in effect all the service in this 
rapell. But others should be joined with them on the 
Commission, it was added. It was noted that they visited 
their brother, Dr. Lewkenor, in Chichester, a recusant and a 
lawyer. Also the eldes son "is said to be entertained with 
the Prince of Parma" - 
5ý* 
1596, wi2l'proved. 56. 
ref. 42 contd. 
W. S. C. R. O. ) 
43- Comber, loc. cit. 
Will) P-C-C- 31 PYnning, and Chichester Wills, 3/26. 
44. S. A. C., xxxixi 101ilUilO5,107 Z-should read "Richard fe--wkenor of TrottonII_/j 112 122. 
45. Phillips, 7; H. C. MS37 G. 16 & D. 11; B. M. Add. MS, 17, o65, 
falb. 
46. H. C. MSIC. 27; S. A. C., xxxix, 112. 
47. S. A. C., xxxix, llý--, B. &C., 130- 
58 0 W*B*C*R. O., Tangmere Parish Registers. 49. See father's I P. Mý$ P. R. O., C. 142/124/163- 
50 " Comber7 (Lewes5ý 1 3- 51* P. R. O. Assizes, 351 S. E. Circuitj Sussexý 17-38- (But not 
in June, 1595. See no. 37. He was apparently restored to 
the Commission at Lord BucIchurst's request. (B. M. Harl. MSI 6996.9f. 143-). 
52. Cal. S. P. D.. 1547-1ý80,539 no. 45,542,543)544 nos-30-44) 
49 & 50. 
Comber (Lewes), 153; S. A. C., 111 97- 
Official Returns; buT-no)T In 1568 (cf. Comber (Lewes)ý 
153-)-- 
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1, live S. 57. 
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Md. twice: - 
1) Bridget, d. of - of Lewes. R) Anne, d. of - Hill, and relict of John Bellingham of 58. Eringham. Her will as of Appledram, widow, 1597 - 1602. 
Children. 59 - 
B. v his first wife: - 
Lewis Later Sir Lewis Lewkenor, knt., of Selsey, 1597 M-P. 
for Midhurst; 1604-111, M. P. Bridgnorth. 
22 Apr., 1603, Imi-ghted. Master Ceremonies to 
James I, from 1605.1626, died. 
Edmund Died in infancy. 
Thomas 
John 
Richard Later of Amberley 
Bridget Z-Perhaps also the child of this marriage* Not 
mentioned by Comber$ loc. cit., butappears i uncle, 
Sir Richard Lewkenorls will, proved in 161ý. 
ý I 
By his second wife: - Apparently none. 
Education. 
Universities. Inns of court. 
Father Adm. qýjle Temple) 3 Aug., 
I cfcýe 
Sons. Lewis, 
incorgý at 
1624o 
-L; 
ý.. O 4, 
M. A. of Camb., ýLewis7 
Oxf . 125 Aug -I Temple I late of 
Thomasq 
Temple 
Inn, 2ý 
adm. Middle 
12 Oct., 194? as 
Lyons Inn. 
adm. Middle 
as late of 
Nov., 1 83 
S. A. C., iij 59. Apparently the brother referred to was 
George* (See will of Sir Richard Lewkenor of West Dean, 
P. C. C. 62 Cope. ) 
56. 'P. C. C. 55 Drake. 
57 Comber, (Lewes), 153. 
58 P. C. C. 75 Montague. 
59 Comber (Lewes), 153-14. 
6o" Official Returns; Shaw$ 11,102-1 S-A-C-? xxiv, 120. 17--C. C. 62 Cope. 
Middle TemDle Ad-missions. ij 21. 6 
. 
3- Al-Oxiiii, 911; AlVant. Pt-i-2iii282- 
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Marri, nges of children. 66. 
Lewis md Mary, d. and coheiress of Richard Blount of 67. 
Edmund 
Dedisham. (q. v. ) She living a widow in 1637. Issue. 
Thomas 
John 
Richard md. Ann, d. and h. of John Fraye of Lyntehurst in Icklesham. Issue. 
Bridget md. Richard Hussey. Issue. 68. 
Subsidy assessments. 
(As of Tangmere, Aldwyke Hundred, Chichester Rape. ) 
38 Henry VIII Johan Lewkenor, widow, in lands : C28.69. 
(As of Selsey, Manwood Hundred, Chichester Rape) 
14 Elizabeth Thomas Lewkenor Esq. in lands f-15.700 
? Elizabeth 
(Commissioner) 
o. 7le Lewis Lewkenor, gent. 9 in goods a 
(ii) Lewkenor of West Dean. 
Before tabulating the members of the Elizabethan family 
of Lewkenor of West Dean it is necessary'to-dispose of what 
appears to be a serious error in the accepted genealogy. 
Several authorities describe Richard, the second son of 
Edmund Lewkenor Esq. of Tangmere who died in 11544 as of 
West Dean Esq. 2 and as 'Chief Justice of Wales-17A* 
None 
of these authorities gives the name of his wife, but all give 
him as the father of two sons, the elder, Thomas Lewkenor 
who died without issue7 the younger, Sir Richard Lewkenor who 
became Chief Justice of Chester and who died in 1616. No 
further details are given. 
64. Middle Temple 
-Admissions, 
1,45. 
65'. Middle Temple Admissions7 17 52. 
66. Comber7 (Lewes)7 153-4. 
67. B. &C., 285. 
68. See her uncle7 RichardIs will7 P. c. C. 62 Cope. Reference 
to their poverty and many children. 
69. P. R. O. 7 E. 179/190/225* 70. E. 179/190/283- 
ý 1. E. 179/190/14?. 
2. S. A. C. 9 -, iiis-971' ( (Lewes), 154; B. &C., 130- 
--- 'S 
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(Lewkenor) continued. 
It appears, after careful study of the available sources2 that these authorities interposed a generation which never, in fact, existedt and that Richard Lewkenorq the 
so-called 'Chief Justice of Walest was no other than the 
well-documented figure, Sir Richard Lewkenort eventually Chief Justice of Chester. The so-called elder son, Thomas, of this said Chief Justice of Wales2 who is supposed to have died without issue, is simply named in this genealogy. No details are given about himý and it seems likely that, as the elder brother of the Chief Justice of Chester, he may have been no other than Thomas Lewkenor Esq. of Selsey7 since the 
evidence seems overwhelming that the Chief Justice of Chester 
was himself Edmund Lewkenor Esq. of Tangmere's second son. 
The evidence referred to is as follows: first, there 
appears to be no record of any such office as that of Chief Justice of Wales. Mr. U. R. Williams in his "History 
of the Great Sessions in Wales2 1542 -1830, together with the lives of the Welsh Judges'17 makes no reference to such 
an office, but in his introduction he does say7 "The Chief 
Justice of Chester was always regarded as the head of the Welsh Bench2 he was always a very important member of the 
Council of the Marches at Ludlow2 and the Calendar of-State Papers contains many references to his proceedings-ilt. 3* The 
annual fee of the Chief Justice of Chester in 1542 was ýUOO, 
double that of the other Welsh Judges, and after 1578 when 
a, second Justice was appointed to assist him, his pre- 
eminence became more definite even than before. 
Secondly, there is no record in any of the Inns of 
Court Admission Registers of any Richard Lewkenor or indeed 
of any Lewkenor, earlier than the entry in the MiAdle 
TempleAdmission Register for 5 October, 1560. This records 
the'admission of one, Richard Leuclmor, (sic), second son 
of Edmund Leucknor of Tangmerej Sussex, Bencher in 1581, 
Autumn Reader in 1581 and Lent Reader in 1592. (V. infra on 
Education). Nothing is said of his having become Chief 
Justice of Wales, but the details given fit in well enough 
with the career of the future Chief Justice of Chester whot 
according to Williams, was a serjeant-at-law on 29 Nov., 
15942 was Imighted in 1600, ma. for Chichester in 1572 1584, 
1586; 1588) 1593 and 1597, Recorder of Chichester from 
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- 
1600 and Chief Justice of Chester, from 1600 until his death 
in April, 1616 at the age of %. Y"- 
73. W. R. Williams: History of the Oire--et Sessions in I-Tales., 
1542-1830, ogether with the lives of the Welsh judges, 
(1830)- See intro,, 29. 
74. OP-cit-) 33- 
__j 
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Thirdly, Sir Richard Lewkenor, Chief Justice of 
Che er's I. P. M. 2 states that he died on 6 April, 1616, aged 76* The second son of Edmund Lewkenor of. ýgngmerej Sussex7 
also Richard, was baptised on 14 March, 1541 Assuming 
that Old Style dating was used in both cases, these dates 
certainly do not quite haritonise, for Edmund Lewkenor's son 
should have reached the age of 74 years old on 15 March, 
1615, and the date, 6 April, 1616, was, according to the 
Old Style, only about three weeks later. But so slight a 
discrepancy does not appear to dismiss the possibility that 
both these facts relate to the same person7 and that there may 
have been a slight error of a year or two as to Sir Richard 
Lewkenor's age at death at the time when his I. P. M. was made. 
Rather, the close relationship of these dates, appears to 
confirm the theory that the man who died in 1616 was the 
second son of Edmund Lewkenor of Tangmerej Sussex) and the 
younger brother of Thomas Lewkenor Esq. of Selsey. 
Finally, there is no record of any will, or I. P. M. 2or 
other trace of the death of the so-called Chief Justice of 
Walesq nor is there any trace of a wife2 - both singular 
facts for a leading member of the Bench-77- 
On the badis of these considerations, it is therefore 
assumed in this study, that Richard Lewkenor, second son of 
Edmund Lewkenor of Tangmere who died in 1544, and younger 
brother of Thomas Lewkenor of Selsey Esq., was the future 
prominent J. P. of Chichester Rape2 M. P. for Chichester in 
a series of Parliaments, Recorder of Chichester, and 
eventually knight and Chief Justice of Chester. 
Members of the familY. 
Head of the familv -in 
1280. 
Sir Richard Lewkenorl Imt., of West Dean, 2nd son of 
Edmund Lewkenor Esq. of Tangmerej Sussex who died 
11 March2 1544 and of Jane2 d. of - Tirrell. (V. supra). 
14 Mch., 1541, Bap. at Tangmere. (v. supra) 
75. P. R. O., C. 142/355/45. 
76. W. S. C. R. O., Tangmere Parish Registers. 
77. Cf. will of Sir Richard Lewkenor, Chief Justice of 
Chester which refers to his nepbew, Sir Lewis Lewkenor, 
and mentions that the testatorwas born in Tangmere, 
Sussex. (P. C. C. 62 Cope. ) 
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Named in father's will, pr. 23 June, 1545, as under 21 a 
78. 
(For his early legal career7 see fEducation'). 
M. P. Chichester 1572,1584,1586,15887 1593,1597.79. 
The 1584 and 1566 elections were contested by James COý8ýand (q. v) without success and led to a Star Chamber case. 
1588 - 1600, Recorder of Chichester*81. 
29 Nov., 1594, Serjeant-at-law. 
82. 
160og knighted. 83. 
May, 16oo, appoiM? d Chief Justice of Chester. Held this post 
Until his death. * 
1572 -16022 J. P., Sussex. 
85. Usually of the Quorum. 
15877 in the certificate concerning the Sussex Justices, 
mentioned that he and his brother, Thomas2 did practically 
all the work in Chichester Rape and that others 6hould be 
Joined with them since they frequently called on their 
brother, Dr. Lgkenorq a recusant and a lawyer, dwelling 
in Chichester. 
c- 15% a Commissioner for disarming the recusants 
87. 
July, 1 92ý 
: 88. 
(See also his letter to the Privy Council, 27 Jan. 9 1606, from!, Worcester, reporting on his dealings with those who harboured 
Jesuits and priests in Staffs. and Worcs ere he refers to 
one I'verry subtyll and obstinatt papist": 
1589, Plaintiff in fine for manor of West Dean in Sussex. It was quitclaimed to him. 
90- 
6 Apri , 1616, died. 
910 I. P. M. and jill. 92. M. I. at Elest 
D 
___ 
jo 
78. P. C. c. 31 Pynning. 
_ 
2_gEp AS - 
79. Officiall Ret 
80, J. E. Neale: Mizabethan House of commons (1949), 263-'72.. 
81. Williams, 9. ý----cit- 33- 
82. Ibid. 
83. Shaw, iit 98. 
84. williamsq loc-cit.; Cal-S-P-Pý, 
_, _15 
6017 436. 
85. P. R. O., Assizes, 351 S. E. Gircuit, 8ussex, 14-44. 
86. S. A. -C., iit 59. 87. B . 1,1. Harl. MS, 4747 f-90b. Also for musterS and for the restraint of grain. Ibid., ff-81 & 92b. 
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Wife. 
Margaret -. Perhaps a widow before he married her since in his will he refers to his wife's daughter and grandchildren. He calls her "Dame Margaret" - After Sir Richard' s death$ she married Sir William Oglander. 94. 
Children. 
(Here again, there Appear to be some serious errors in 
-the accepted enealogies. v-ý- These give Sir Richard Lewkenor 
who died in 1916 as having had 5 sons in addition to his 
eldest son, and 2 daughters. These statements are not 
supported by any references7 and the assertion that Sir Christopher Lewkenor who became Recorder of Chichester in 
1634, and wqs M. P. for Ylidhurst in 1628t and for Chichester 
in 164o, and living in 1649, was the brother next in age 
of Richard Lewkenor of West Deang the Judgets eldest son 
and heir who died in 1602 aged 34t is suspect. This Sir 
Christopher Lewkenor appears in the 1Alumni Oxonienses' as 
becoming a D. C. L. in Nov. 9 1642, a royalist colonel in the Civil War in 16442 and as very likely being the same 
Christopher Lewkenor who was admitted to the Middle Temple 
in 1617 and called to the bar in 1625 a the son of Richard 
Lewkenor of West Dean Esquire deceased*ý6. If he had been 
the Judge's son, his father would have been described as a 
ýnight- Further, his dates suggest, he was born too late to have been the second of six sons of a man whoý like Sir 
Richard Lewkenor, the Judge, died in 1616 aged about 76, or 
to have been the brother next in age of one who died in 
1602 aged about 34. 
The will of Sir Richard Lewkenor, proved in 16162 
though abnormally long and detailed, mentions no children 
except his late son, Richard, whose 6 sons and 2 daughters 
are all referred to, the sons being specifically named. 
The christian names of these grandsons are precisely the 
same as those of the so-called "sons" of the Judge in 
Comber's genealogy2 so that it appears he has confused 
the tiio generations. ) 
88., B. M. Hari. MS, 703, f 67b. 
89. B. M. Add. IISI 6178, f: 697. 
go. SOR. S. xx, 473- 
91. I. P. M. 9 P. R. O. C-142/355/45; 92. T_bid.; P-c-c. 62 Cope. 
93- S-A-c- xxviii, 161. 
94. P. C. C. 62 Cope; S. A. C. lxxv* 
H. M. C. 13th Report, iv, 257 
171- 
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Richard 
Education. 
Father 
Son 
Of West Dean. Died v, p., 9 March, 1602, aged 34.97 
J. P. Sussex, 1600 - Jan. 1602. Of the Quorum. 
98 
Universities. 
Richard, matric. Hart 
Hall May,, 15840 aged 
14. io'O 
Inns of Court. 
Adm. MTc-Ldl-e -Te-m-p-Te. 9 Oct'., 
1560. Bencher, 1581; 
Autumn Reader . 1581 and Lent Reader. 1582.99 
Richard 0 adm. Middle Temple, 28 Jan*., 1586, as son of 
Richard Lowkenor of 
"Downeley, Sussex". 101 
Marriages of children. 
Richard md. Eleanor do of Sir Christopher Broome of Halton, 
coo Oxon* 162 issue, including Richards heir to his 
grandfather in 1616s then aged 24 and more. 103 
95. B& C*., 130; Comber (Lewes)s, -154. 
96. Al*Oxop 1110 911; Middle Temple Admissionsp 1,107. 
97.. B& Col 130; Combeý__(Lew s). 9 lb4; ii. M. C. 
-Ratfield MSS 
xiiO86o 
98. P. R. O. Assizes, 35, SoE. Circuits Sussex, 43 & 44 
Jan; Dorse Pat. Rollso C*66/1523 & 1549. 
99. 
_Middle 
Temple Admissions,, io 25. 
100. AlGOX2 iiis 911. 
101. Middle Temple Admissions,, 1.56; probably Downley in 
West Dean. See "The Place-Names of Sussex" Pt. loo 
(English Place-Name Society Pubnse. vi, 49). See also 
Middle TeM21e Records. Minutes of Parliamentp Us 183. 
102. S. A. C., Ixav*, 171; ere Comber, (Lewes)l 154. 
103. -Se-e-Their grandfather's will.. P. C. C. 62 Cope; and 
Al. Ox. o iiis 911s and Middle Tenpla AcIrlissions., 
ijs 69- 
5ý 
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Subsidy assessments. 
(As of Funtington, Hundred of Bosham, Chichester Rape) 
2 Elizabeth Richard Lewkenor2 gent., in lands : C20.104. 
(As of The Pallant, City of Chichester) 
38 Elizabeth Richard Lewkenor, gent. 9 in (Commissioner7 and Recorder 
of Chichester) 
40 Elizabeth (Not assessed byý6pamed as a 
as Recorder. ) 
41 Elizabeth ( Not assessed bt named c7 
as Recorder. ) 
YO 
- 
lands : ci 
10 5. 
Co=issioner and 
it 11 11 
(As of Westdeaný Hundred of Westbourne and Singleton2 
Chichester Rape. ) 
? Elizabeth Richard Lewkenor, serjeant-at-law2 in lands Q0108 
1-2 Charles I chard Lewkenor Esq. 2 (Commissioner) in lands : C20. 
(iii) Lewkenor of Trotton. 
(For their relationship with the other branchest see notes 
on Origins. ) 
ýfembers of the family. 
Head of the family in 1580. 
Edmund Lewkenor Esq., eld. son and heir of Richard 
Lewkenorlj6 Trotton Esq., who was J. P., Sussex, c. 
1558-192 and was referred to in the bishop's letter 
of 1564 as "No Justice" but a I'mislyker15 godlie 
orderst'. 111-and who died 26 June, 1572, * also of 
Elizabeth$ d. of Thomas Meffant and rel ct of Sir 
Roger Lewkenor of Dedisham. and Bodiam. 
113- 
104. P. R. O., E. 179/190/264. 
105. if I E. 179/190/333- lo6. E. 179/190/335- 
107. E. 179/190/336. 
108. E.. 179/190/347- 
109 1 E. 179/191/377a. 110: B. M. Lansd. MS2 12182 t, 13o. 
111. Bishop' s le . tter, 1564 (Camden misc., ix, 10. ) 
112. Comber (Lewes)2 157- 
113- Ibid. 
(Lewkenor continued) 
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Mentioned in 1570 Visitation as son and heir. 
114* 
1572, succeeded his father2 aged 30.115* The bulk of the 
property held by his father passed however, to the Mills 
family. ý- descendants of Elizabeth, Edmund's motherg by her 
previous husband, Sir Roger Lewkenor who had died in 1543- 
Sir Roger and Elizabeth had had a daughter7 Katherine, who 
married John Mill of Greatham, and by him had a son, 
Lewkenor Mill, who die4 seized of the manors of Trotton2 
Elsted, Didling etc. 110- The Feodary Survey taken at Edmund Lewkenor's death) shows that he held merely the 
reversion of a moie the manor of Selmeston after 
his mother's death. 
117of 
Not on the Commission of the Peace under Elizabeth. 
30 April, 1588, died. I-P-11-2 7 June, 1593-118* 
Wife. 119. 
Anne) base daughter of Sir Anthony Browne7 knt. 
Childrell. 120. 
Herbert Aged 16 on 31 August, 1593. l2j. Loverhill7 near Trotton. Will proved, 161o. 
Anthony A soldier in the Low Countries where he d. s. p. 
A daughter 
Constance 
Education. 
Universities. Inns of Court. 
Father Perhall-D Matric. pens. from 
St. John's Coll, Camb., 
Michs. 1559. 
B. A., 1562-'3- Incorp. at Oxf-i 
1 July, 1566; Fell. Exeter Co 
1566-177; M. A., 21 AprI, 1567- 
Sons 
114-. Phillips, 7; H. C. MS. D. 11. 
115. Comber (Lewes), 158. 
116. See Feodary Survey taken after Lewkenor Mill's death, 
dt. 30 May, 30 Eliz. P. R. O. Wards 5/43, Pt. 2. 
For the genealogical connection, Harl-Soc. Pubns, lxiv, 16o. 
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. 
123- Ilarri, riges of children 
Herbert md. Mary, d. of William Payntz of Reigate, Surrey. 
Administratrix to her husband. Her will pr., 1617.124 
Anthony 
? (daughter) md. Rev. William Thomlinson Clarice. 
Constance 
Subsidy assessments. 
(As of Trotton, Hundred of Westbourne and Singleton, 
Chichester Rape) 
39 Henry VIII Richard Lewkenor Esq. in lands f58.125. 
(As of Harting, Hundred of Dumpford, Chichester 
f 
Rape 
2 Elizabeth Richard Lewkenor Esq. in lands . 30.1h. 
(As of Trotton, etc. ) 127- 
14 Elizabeth Dame Elizabeth Lewkenor in lands -. 0,20. 
117. Feodary Survey taken after Edmund Lewkenor's death, 
dt. 14 June, 35 Eliz., P. R. O. Wards 5/43, pt. 2. 
118. P. R-O j C. 142/236/66. 119. ; Combe ) (Lewes)2 158. 120. Ibid. 
121. P. C. C. 83 Wingfield 
122. Al. Ox., iii, gll; Al: Cant., pt. I7iii, 82. 
123. Comberf loc-cit. 
124. P. C. C. 106 Weldon. 
125. P. R. O., E. 179/190/225. 
126. E. 179/igo/264. 
127. E. 179/190/283- 
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LUIMEY, (Baron Lumley). 
origins. 
John, Baron Lumley, who died in 1609 and was the son-in- 
law of Henry Fitzalanj Zarl of Arundell was a descendant of 
the Lumleys of Little Lumley in the bishopric of Durham who 
acquired a barony by writ towards the close of the 14th 
century-l- The main scene of activities of this northern 
family down to the mid l6th century was Northumberland and 
Durham, in which counties its members held many prominent 
official positions and from where they took an active part 
in the wars against the Scots in the reign of Henry VIII. 2. 
Down to the middle of the 16th century, the Barons Lumley do 
not appear to have had qny landed property in Sussex; Miss 
Miller says that of 56 manors held by them sometime bet. ieen* 
1485 and 1547,19 were in Durham, 7 in Northumberland, 5 in 
Westmoreland and 25 in Yorkshire. 3. 
It seems very likely that the first introduction of the 
Lumleys to Sussex came about through the marriage of Johi; 2 Baron Lumley2 who died in 1609, to Jane, elder daughter and 
coheiress of Henry Fitzalan, Earl of Arundell sometime before 
March2 1552.4- Lumley seems to have been of great assistance 
to his father-in-law both in reducing his enormous debts and 
as a general factotum) for7 in Mardh7 1566, by way of 
recompense, the Earl made him a handsome gift; in 1570 he 
settled the Honour7 Castle and town of Arundel and various other 
lands on himself for life with the remainder to Lord Lumley and 
his wife7 and in his will left him other property. This was 
in consideration "of his great travaile and paines taken for 
me and about my busines and affaires during all the time 
sithens he was first knowne to me2 and for the payment of 
my debtes lie hath soulde the most parte of his own landes 
and patrimony7 and hath bound himself and his frendes in 
divers bonds and great summes of money. " 
5-P When the Earl 
died in gebruary7 1580, he left Lumley his sole executor and 
legatee. - 
1. G. E. C., viii, 266 et seqq. 
2 Ibid 
3* H., Miller: Early Tudor Peerage, 1482-15 1 ýZj (Univ. of London, 
M. A. thesis2 Addit. Appendix, sub "Lumley". ) 
4. D. N. B., sub t' John Lumley2 Baron Lumley". 
. 5, G. E. C. 2 viii, 277n.; S. A. C., xxvii, 56-'7; S-R-S-2 xix, 
9-10. 
6: G. E. C., viii, 2771n. 4; P. C. c. I Arundell. 
,j. 
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On the day that his father-in-law died, 24 February, 
1580, John Lumley conveyed his life interest in the Castle 
and Honour of Arundel to Philip Howard, son of the late Duke 
of Norfolk and of the late Mary7 younger daughter of the late 
Henry Fitzalan7 Earl of Arundel. By so doing, he virtually 
relinquished to the young Philip Howard, the title of Earl 
of Arundel which was held to run with the tenure of the 
Castle and Honour of that name. 7. His chief Sussex 
residence was at Stanstead on the S. W. ý? rder of the county) 
where he entertained the queen in 1591* 
Members of the family. 
Head of the fgMily in 1580. 
John Lumley, Baron Lumleyt only son of George Lumley of 
Thwing in East Ridingt Yorks., who was executed June, 15371 
by Jane, 2-nd daughter and coheiress of Sir Richard Knightley 
of Fawsleyj Northants. 9- 
1547) was restored in1lood and title by Act of Parliament and 
became Baron Lumley (See note 9). 
Attended the Court of Edward VI and was present at his 
funeral in 1553.10- 
29 Sept., 1553, created a K. B. at the accession of Queen Maryl. 
le 
1 Oct., 1553, attended her Coronation. 12* 
Feb., 1554, was one of the peers who sat as judges on Henry 
Grey, Duke of Suffolk, for treason. 
15547 present in Parliament. Attended the Queen's wedding 
at Winchester in July. 
15587 atihe accession of Queen Elizabeth7 was one of the 
lords appointed to attend her from Hatfield to London. 
]-'7- One 
of the Commissioners appointed to settle claims in connection 
with her Coronation. 
7. G. E. C., 1) 254. 
8. J. Nichols2 Progresses of QLieen Elizabeth, 1112 97; 
Elwes, 226. 
9. D. N. B. In June, 1537, this George Lumley, for taking 
part in the second Yorkshire rising in protest against 
the Dissolution of the Monasteries led by Sir Francis 
Bigod2 was attainted for high treasonaid executed. 
(G. E. C., viii) 276); but his only son, John, born 
/contd. 
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Feb., 1559, Nominated High Steward of Oxford University by 
his father-in-law, the Earl of Arundell when tie latter was 
appointed Lord Chancellor of the University. 
1559-1602$ (though not 1572 or 1573), j. P. Sussex. 13- 
April, 1560) named on one list of Lord Lieutenants and 
Muster Masters in the various shires of England) as the 
representative for Sussex) thoygh in several other versions, 
the Earl of Arundel was named. 14. 
c. July, 1561, on a list of Lord Lieutenants7 but the Queen 
announced she did not intend to renew the Commissions that 
s' er. 15- 
28 Oct. 1559jappointed Keeper of the Park of Nonsuch for 
life. 16. 
1566, commissioned to treat with the Duke of Florence for 
recovery of a debt owed by him to the Queen. Lumley took 
partial responsibility for the debt and became heavily liable 
to the Queen himself. Lumley was only discharged from this 
debt in May, 1587.17. 
reference 2-contIllued 
c- 1533, became entitled to the f amily estates on the 
death of his grandfather) John7 Baron Lumleyq in 1544, by 
virtue of a settlement made after George Lumley's death. 
(D. N. B. sub "John Lumley"). On the death of Baron Lumley i7-1-F44, the. title of baron however, became forfeit owing 
to his late son's attainder. (G. E. C., viiiq 276) But in 
15477 John Lumley, his grandsong petitioned for and 
obtained an Act of Parliament restoring him in blood and 
title, so that he became Baron Lumley, by which title he 
was summoned to Parliament from Oct., 1553 to Nov-7 160. 
(Ibid. ) 
10. D. N. B. 
11. Ibid.; G. E. C., 10c. cit. % Shaw, 1,152. 
12. D. N. B.; G. E. C. 1 loc. cit. 
' (Unless specific references are 
giveng information hereafter is from one or other of three 
sources. ) 
13. P. R. O. Assizes, 359 S. E. Cirtuit, Sussex, 1-44. (Missing 
from lists for 1572 & 15739 nos 14 & 15. ) 
14. See Appendix I. He was one of the commissioners: br 
musters in Sussex c. 1585. (B. M. Harl. MS. 474. f. 80'6--. 
) 
15. See Appendix I. 
16. Cel-Pat. Rolls3_15ý8-160,20. 
17. See Appendix 31. (Cf - D-N. B). 
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14 Mch. 2 1566, Earl of Arundel settled a considerable amount 
of property on him. 18. 
Became involved with the Earl of Arundel in intrigues for the 
marriage of the Duke of Norfolk and Mary, Queen of Scots, and 
for the restoration of the Catholic religion-19- 
August2 15699 was one of those who intimated to Don Gueran that 
he was ready to take up arms. 20. 
25 Sept., 1569, was arraigned for questioning. Interrogatories 
were prepared by Cecil for him and others. 21- These examinations 
continued until December. 22. Eventually he was sent to the 
Tower. 23- 
April, 1570, was confined to a Mr. Hampden's house, near 
Staines. Shortly afterwards was released. He and the Earl 
of Arundel recommenced negotiations with Gueran. 24. 
May, 1571) Bishop of Ross, one of the Ridolfi conspirators, was 
arrested, and in the course of subsequent examinýPions he nnd 
others made confessions implicating Lord Lumley. /- 
Oct-, 1571, Lumley was arrested and committed to the Marshalsea. 
Not liberated until April, 1573.26. 
Feb., 1580, was left as sole executor and legatee of the Earl 
of Arundel, but conveyed his life interest in the Castle and 
Honour of Arundel to Philip Howard, the young Earl of Surrey. 
(V. supra., on Origins). 
Acted as Commissioner in several state trials at about this 
time27.: - 1 Feb., 1586) named in special Commission of 
Oyer 
Terminer for Sussex under which William Shelley waý indicted 
for high treason. 
18. G-E-C-1 viii, 277n; S. R. S. xix)9. 
19. H. M. C. Hatfield MSS) 814389456. 
20. D. N. B. 
21. S-Haynes2 Stpte Papers, (1740) 529-30* 
22. H. M. C. H tfield YISSI 17 432; 4ý6. 
23- D. N. B. 
24. Tbid - 25. D. N. B. sub "John Leslie") and H. M. C. Hatfield mSSi, 
526-18, 
3-4-6-15492556-17. 
26. D. N. B. 
27- D. N. B.: and Howell2 Stpte Trials, (1816); 11236 
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Oct. ) 1586, nominated one of the Commissioners at the trial of Mary Queen of Scots. 
28 Mch., 1587, attended in the Star Chamber when William 
Davison was arraigned for misprision. 
1587, engaged in a lawsuit in the Star Chamber as plaintiff 
against one, Clement Darrell, whom he alleged to have trespassed in his park of Stanstead. 28. In 1599, was plaintiff 
in a similar action in the Star Chamber aginst George Upcott7 
alleged to have been poaching deer therej; 9. and in 1602 
against Richard Stanney and others for s ilar offenceMO- 
1589, for f-5,350, purchased various manors in Durham. 
Aug. 11591, entertained the Queen at Stanstead. 
31. 
From 1593 on, he was very friendly with Sir Robert Cecil. 32. 
FebL, 1601, after the return of Essex from Irelandq he had 
app ared at first/tAde with him, but subsequently sat in 
judgment on him and the Earl of Southampton. 
Mch., 1603, on the QueenJ--s death) signed the proclamation of 
James I as her successor. 
April, 1603, Lumley Castle was visited by aames I, in his 
absence. 
July, 16037 was on the Commission for settling Coronation 
claims and on a Commission, for the creation of Imights of 
the Bath. 
Sept., 1603, was visited at his house at Cheam, by Prince 
Henry and Prince Charles. 
11 April, 1609, died at his residence on Tower Hill in the 
parish of St. Olave, Hart qt. t Bur. in Cheam, Church. 
M. I. 
Another M. I. at Lumley Castle and in adjacent Church of 
Chester-le -Street. 
28. P. R. O. St. Ch. 5 Eliz. 16/26 
29. P. R. O. St. Ch. 5 Eliz. L 3/16ý. L- 36/20. 
30. P. R. O. St. Ch. 5 Eliz. L: 25/ 
31. V. Supraj note 8. 
32. H. M. C. Hatfield MSS-iv7 356,490,618; v, 227,250; vi2334; 
vii 370; ix, 386-)405; X7372; xi, 312,389-1430; xii, 111) 
1982509. 
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(Lumley, Baron Lumleyq continued) 
He was a notable patron of art and learning and collected many 
pictures and books. After his death his library was purchased 
by James I and eventually formed part of the Royal Library. 
In 1582-13, in conjunction with Richard Caldwell, M. D., he 
founaed a surgery lecture in the Royal college of Physicians 
and endowed it with : C40 p. a. He built the Lumley aisle in Cheam. church in Surrey in 1592, and at about that time erected 
a monument to his late father-in-law in the Collegiate church 
at Arundel. He added to the buildings of Lumley Castle and 
built monuments to his ancestors in the neighbouring church of 
Chester-le -Street. 
At his death, the title became extinct since he left no 
surviving children; in 1 the title had been specifically 
confined to heirs male . 
5F 
In 16072 he had entailed many of his lands and the castle of 
Lumley on one of his cousins2 Richard Lumley2 who2 in 1628, 
was cr. Viscount Lumley of Waterford. Richard Lumley also 
succeeded to Stanstead in Sussex. 33- The Surrey estates went 
to Splandian Lluyd, eldest son of the late Lord Lumley's 
sister) Barbara, by her lst husband, Humphrey Lluyd. 34. 
1-jill dt. 28 Jan, 16o6.9 pr. 22 Apr., 1609.35. 
Wive s. 
Md. twice: - 
1) Jane7 eld. d. and coh. of Henry Fitzalan Earl of Arundel. 
They were md. before Mehl 1552. She d., 157L She was a 
classical scholar. 
2) Elizabeth7 d. of John Darcy Baron Darcy., of Chiche in 
Yorkshire. They were md. in 15A2. She died, 1618. 
Childreh. 
By his first wife: - 2 sons; I daughter. All died in infancY* 
By his second wl-fe: - No children. 
32. As well 
66n. 
33. S-A-C-I 
- - 34. r)7. R] . B. - 35- F . C. C. 
as D. N. B., and G. E. C., loc. cit., see S. A. C., Vq 
xix7 103- 
34 Dorset. 
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(Lumley7 Baron Lumleyi. continued. ) 
Education. 
Universities. Inns of Court. 
Father Matric. Fell. Com from Queens' 
Coll., Camb., Easter, 1549. 
Member of Elizabethan Soc. of 
Antiquaries 
(For other 
Ltails 
of his 
patronage 6f learbing2 v. supra) 
1559-1609, High Steward of Oxford 
Univ. 36. 
Sons 
36. Al. Cant., pt-12iii2117; Al. Ox., 1112949; Ath. 03.2 1-2382. 
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LUITSFORD. 
origins. 
The Lunsford fam ily, now extinct., was "One of the oldest 
in the countyO) I rivalling in antiquity even the Ashbfirnhams. 2 
They were settled at L-Unsford in the parigh of Etchingham in or 
before the reign of Edward the Confessor. An old cartulary 
of this family records that one, Godwin., possibly Earl Godwinp 
made a charter to one., John de Londresford., and that this was 
in the reign of William I. Mr. Lower considered this dating 
unsound and that the charter referred 4 
to probably belonged 
to a date shortly before the Conquest. 
Subsequently, the family was seated at Battle and appear 
to have been benefactors of the Abbey there., for, according to 
the cartulary above-mentioned, "In the window of Battayle Abby 
are the Armes Zo-f lunsforgand this Latin verse in Caracter; 
'-During the reign of 'Haec multis annis sunt Arma Johannis". 
Henry VII they were resident at Whiligh in East Hoathly where 
they continued to flourish down to the Civil Wars when they 
distinguished themselves in the king's service. 5 
Apart from their antiquity, they appear to have been a 
family of some local importance in the later L-liddle Ages. They 
were considerable benefactors not only to Battle2 but also to 
Robertsbridge Abbey on the Rother. 6 and in the later 14th 
century acquired a manor ig Burwash parish, - the manor of 
rjoodknowle and Mottingden., so that., by 1411 John lunsford's 
land in that parish was valued at L20 p, a. 
6 
9 
Their name appears 
in lists of Sussex gentry for 1411 and 1434, and in 1450 they 
were amjBg the Sussex gentry who supported and led Jack Cadets 
rising. 
From the early 15th century, when Berry's detailed pedi- 
-gree begins, onwards, 
the lunsford heirs made a series of 
striking matches which must have done much to enhance their 
prestige. Zilliam Lunsford whose will was proved in 14450 and 
who is thelfirst of the family given in Berry and Comberts d genealogy., married as his first wife., Thomazin, daughter an 
heiress of John Barrington of Rayle in Essex which he th. Qrefore 
acquired luxoris juret. He also held lands at Battle . 
14 His 
1. Horsfield, i, 359.12. Ibid., Phillips. sub 
2. S. A. C. pxxiv. 19. TBarington of Railel 3. !;. A. C.,, iii,, 222; xxiv., 3.8-19; vi., 77. (sic); visitation of 
4. S. A. C., xxiv, 18-19. Essex. 1558 -(Harl. Soce 
5. Pubns., xiii; 22-3); 6. 'S. -A. C.,, vi 11.. 151- 52. Essex Feet of F nes, 
ý7. 
S. A. U., pxxi., 130. l327-: L4U-, -iIi 40 8. x. 145. and 247. 9. A. C. p xxx ix,, 10 1j. 10 3. 
10. 'S. A. G. pXViiisl8- 
11. B C*., 312. 
(Lunsford continued). 
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heir, Williams married one of the Pelh sp - Ciceleys second daughter of the third Sir John Pelham. 
IF 
In the third 
generjýionp William Zunsford of Hoathly Esq., who died, 3 May, 1531, married LILargaretp daughter of Sir Thomas Fiennesp 1mtes 
of Claverham, and their son, Johns married into the Sackville family. (V. infra). 
There is little trace of them in the parish of East 
Hoathly where they resided in the sixteenth century, -a parish in the Rape of Pevensey, north-east of Laughton., the seat of the Pelhams, and north-west of Chiddingly. But their arms do 
appear on the spandrel shields of the Viest door of the parish 
church.. - "a chevron between three bears' heads"s 15 
Between their escapade in Jack Cadets day in support of 
rebellion, and their military efforts to put down insurrection 
in the seventeenth century, the Lunsfords took no very active 
part in political affairs whether national or local. Apart 
from his duties as a J. P.,, John Lunsford who died in 1581 bore 
no county office of first class importance. 16 His heir, Sir 
John Lunsford, is known to have been a Jurat of Hastings in 
158817, and sheriff of Surrey and Sussex in 1610-11.18 It was 
three of Sir John's grandsons, Sir Thomas, Henry and Sir 
Herbert lunsford who gave the King such distinguished service 
during the Civil War. Sir Thomas, the eldest, was colonel of a 
regiment in France and afterwards served in England against 
the Soots in 1640J9 He acquired a reputation among the 
Parliamentarians for ýis ferocity in war20 and was taken prisoner 
by them at Edghill. 2 In 1649, when the royalist cause seemed 
irretrievably lost, he went to Virginia, but died in Surrey in 
1691.22 Henry, next in age, was Lieutenant Colonel to his elder 
brother and was later killed at Bristol in 1643pivhile Sir 
Herbert, youngest of the three, served under his eldest brother 
as a captain, and later received a colonelcy and was knighted 
in 1644.10 
Apparently the Lunsfords were a spirited family ands both 
in the 15th and in the 17th centuries at least, were not reluct- 
ant to take up arms. The story of Sir Thomast attack in 1633 
on his kinsman, Sir Thomas Pelham, who had charged*him with 
13. 
14o 
16. 
. 174 
18. 
. 19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
23o 
B&C... loc. cit.; S. A. C.., 1110222. 
B&C. s 
loc. c t. 
S. A. C. 
ýpi Horsfield. i. 359. See Appendix 5. 
B&C., loc. cit; S, A. C., xiv, 100; xix, 106. 
P. R. O. SFleriffs. 
B&(;.., loc. cl-f- 
S. A. C., x-xTv-, -'IZ--19; S. A. C... xix., 105; 111,, 223; v. 81. 
D. N. B., 
BGj. - loc-cit; * Of. D. N. B. 
BC 
_____- 
(1-unsford continued). 
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poaching offences, and of his subsequent outlawry. - suggests a family streak of hot-headedness which served better on the 
battlefield particularly when odds were against, than in 
civil life. 
t4 
111hether armigerous. 
Mentioned in 1570 Visitationý5 Also in 1634 Visitation 
ý6 
They had been armigerous for generations since their coat 27 
appeared in a window of Battle Abbey before the Dissolution. 
It is thought that the similarity of the names and coats 
together with the adjacency of their places of residence in 
East Sussexp suggests a close relationship, if not identity 
between the lunsfords and the Iuxfords of Vindmill Hillp near 
Battle and Etchingham. 28 
Members of the f amily. 
Head of the family in 1580. 
John Lunsford of Hoathly Esq., eld. son and heýE of W-illiam 
Lunsford Esq. of the same who died 3 May, 1531 and of 30 
Margaret, d. of Sir Thomas Fiennesp knt., of Claverham. 
Aged 12 years in 1531.31 
32 J. P... Sussex, 1560-158 . 1564., bishop's letter., as "John Limmesford of East 1133 Hoathly", -a "favourer of Religion and godlie order . 
34 
28 Nov., 1581, bur. at East Hoathly. Will as ogrClerken- 
well,, Middlesex, dt. 19 Oct., pr. 29 jan. j 1581.00 
Wif 
Mary., d. of John Sackville Esq. of Chiddingly. 9 Sussex who died 26 Sept. v 1557, and sister of Sir Richard 
SackvillO 
of Buckhurst who died in 1566. She was bur. at East Hoathlys 
30 June.. 1571.00 
24. D. N. B. 
25. P=hips., 7; H. C. MSS.., D. 11 and G. 18. 
26. H. C. MS... C. 27. 
27. S. A. C.., xxiv., 18-19. 
28. lbid.; 'S. A. Q vi., 77. 
29. T3 & C,,., Joc. cit. - Vjill dt. 10 -Dee... 1530., pr. 3 Sept. 1531. 
(P. C. C. 17 Thrower). 
30. B&C., loc. cit. 
31. Ibid. 
32. =.. O, ', Assizes., 35, S. E. Circuit,, Sussex,, 2-23o 
33. Bishopts letter., 1564, (Camden Misc., ix., 10). 
34. B Sc C:, loc. cit. 
35. *P. C. C, .5 Tynvhite. 36. B&C.., loc. *cit... also 300 for Sackville pedigree. She was 
aunt 0ý Slr=oas Sackville, Lord Buckhurst. 
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(lunsford contirmed). 
Children. 37 
John later Sir John Wnsford of Wilegh (or Whiligh etc. ), q knighted 1610. Aged 23 in 1570. Jurat of Hastingsý 
1568. Sheriff of Surrey, & gussex,, 1610-11. Bur. 
East Hoathly, 5 11ay., 161 .3 
James Aged 15 in 1570. Will pr. 1584.39 
Isabel 
Mary 
Ann 
Education. 
Universities. Inns of Court. 
Father 
Sons James, matric. Fell. comm. James. perhaps he 
from Queents Coll,,, Easter., who was adm. Gray's 
1572.40 Inn., 21 Nov., 157 
as of Staple Inn. 
Marriages of children 12 
John md. twice: - (a) Barbara, d. and heiress of John 
T-awkenor Esq., of Buckingham, Sussex. Issue, including 
Thomas, father of Sir Thomas Lunsford, the cavalier; 
(b) Anne,, d. of John Apsley of Thackham., Esq. She was 
bap. at Horsham, 2 March 1557; md. there 2 Sept. p 1577. 
Bur. East Hoathly, 16 Sept. x 1612. Issue, 
two sons who 
died in infancy. 
Jame s 
Isabel md. at East Hoathly., 3 April, 1570., John Randolph. 9 
gent. Issue. He d. v. p., 1583. 
Mary 
Ann 
37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 
41. 
42o 
B &- C. j, 312. Ibid. $ S. A. C., xiv. 100; F. -C-. C. $ 
ZT-Watson. 
Al. Cant., Pt. l. iii$ 
Gray's-"Tnn Admissions, 
149 
xix., 106; E. DL. O. 4--' Sheriff s; Shawjiio 
U... loc. Cit. 
118. 
50. 
: 
604 
(lunsf ord continued), 
Subsidy assessments. 
(As of Foxearle Hundred, Hastings Rape). 
36 Henry VIII John Lunsford., gent., p in lands L4013 
(As of Hothligh (sic) or East Hoathly, Hundred of Shiplake.. 
Pevensey Rape). 
2 Elizabeth John Lunsford,, gent... in lands Z4 014 
14 Elizabeth John Lunsfords Esq., Z40ý'5 
18 Elizabeth John T-unsford Esqe., 
1-2 Charles I Thomas Lunsf ord Esq.., ZlOS7 
43. P. R. O... E. 179/190/225. 
44. ff E. 179/190/265. 
45. E 179/196.283. 
46. E: 179/19CT/298. 
47. E. 179/191/577a. 
6o5 
MARVIN,, (or Mervin). 
Origins. 
The Marvins of Sussex were a younger branch of a leading 
Wiltshire family. Their connection with Sussex appears to have 
begun when Sir Edmund Marvingknt., and Justice of the Kifig's 
Bench from 1540 onwards, obtained from Henry VIII a grant of 
the site of Durford Abbey in 1544/5.1- This Sir Edmund was the 
second son of Walter Marvin of Fountel Giffard in Wiltshire 
and his is the first name given by Berry and Comber. * 
Durford Abbey was situated in Rogate parish in the 
Chichester Rape of West Sussex, close to the Hampshire border, 
and had been founded as a house for Praemonstratensian Canons 
in 1165 and dedicated to Our Lady and to St. John the Baptist3l, 
In 1537, after the Dissolution, the site of the Abbey was 
granted by the Crown to Sir William Fitzwilliam, but seven 
years later another grant of the site was made, this time to 
Sir Edmund Marvin. It was to be held in fee farm. 4. 
Sir Edmund's association with the Abbey appears to have 
originated in the discharge of certain of his judicial duties. 
On 10th February, 1541, a writ was issued commissioning him 
as a Judge of the King's Bench to investigate and report on 
certain alleged frauds said to have been perpetrated at the 
time of the suppression of Durford Abbey. It was said that a 
considerable amount of property had been successfully concealed 
from Cromwell's agents by the late abbot and othe s, and that 
much moveable property had been misappropriatedY 
It seems to have been as a result of the satisfactory 
discharge of these enquiries that Sir Edmund Marvin obtained 
the grant of the Abbey lands above mentioned. This site 
he 
made his respence as also did his descendants for several 
generations. 
At the beginning of Philip and Mary's reignt Sir 
Edmund's heir, "Henry Marvyn holding the late site of the 
monastery of Dureford and of others in Sussex" was called upon 
1. B. &C., 92; Horsfield, 11,92,; Elwes, 182. 
2. B. &C-Iloc-cit. 
3- Horsfi&-l-dl - -jil 114. 
4. Elwes, 182, S. A. C. Iviii, 92-3; B. M. Add. MS., 5. S. A. C., vii, 223-r; S. A. C. 7 viii, 92-3- 6. Elwes, loc. cit.; Horsfield, loc. c o 
57062f. 213* 
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to show by what title he held them. Possibly at this time 
there was some intention of restoring, 7the monastery, 
though 
there is no further evidence of this. 
Sir EdmuBd's will was dated 24 July, 1550 and proved 
16 Nov... 1553., and he was succeeded by Henry., his eldest son by 
his second wife., Elizabeth, third daughter and coheiress Of 
Sir Edmund Pakenham, knt., of Bramshott, Surrey. He was head 
of the Sussex Marvins in 1580. 
Vhether armiEerous. 
The Marvins do not appear in any of the relevant Visitations of 
Sussex in their o9n right, but they had a coat of arms shown in 
Berry and Cofler, and the family appears in the Viltshire 
Visitations. ' Sir Edmund Marvin, personally, figures in the 
1530 Visitation by reason of his first marriage, to Eleanor, 
d. of Thomas Welles., and i ertain of his children by that 
marriage are also Given. 1 A daughter of his first*marriageo 
Eleanor., is also found in the 1570 Visjýation/bf her marriaGe 
to Richard Rouse, or Howse, of Rogate. by virtue 
Members of the family. 
Head of the family in 1580. 
Henry Marvin of Durford in Rogate, Sussex., and of Heath 
House dmund Petersfield, Hampshire, eld. son of Sir E 
Marvin of Durford, whose will was dt. 24 July, 1550 and 
pr. 16 Nov., 1553,13 and of his second wifeý, Elizabeth, 
3rd daughter and coheiress of Sir Edmund Fakenham, knt., 
,, 
Surre714 of Bramshott 
Mentioned in father's will, 1550. 
7. 
8. 
9. 
10. 
ii. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
J5 
J. P. Sussex, 1560-156 . In later years was of 
the Quorum. 
1564,, bishop's letter describes him as a "favourer of 
religion and godlye ordersff. 16 
S. A. C.., viii, 92-3. 
F. U. C. 20 Tashe. 
B &- C-P 92. 
E. g. Visitation of Yliltshire21623, ed. G. W. Marshall, 
(1822)16 
B &- C.., loc-ecit. 
Ibid.; H. . IS . G. 18 and D. 11; PhilliPs.. 
9. 
U-eenote*8* 
B &- C 10c. cit. 
P. R . 0: 
2, Assizes., 35., S. E. Circuit., Sussexp 
1558-91 See B. M. lansd. IvIS7., 1218, f. 30. 
Camden Misc. six.. 9. 
2-27. Perhaps also 
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c. 1565., was a Commissioner for disarming the Recusants in 
Sussex; also for the restraint of grain*17 
1613 18 
., 
deforciant in fine for Durford. 
Will dt. 6 March, 1609, pr. 20 may, 1614. 
20 
Wives. 
Md. tviice: - (1) Edith., d. of Sir Anthony Windsor., knt. 
(2) Jane, - executrix to her husband,, 1614. 
Children 
ýl 
By his first wife 
Edmund. Of Durford and later of Petersfield, Hants. M. P. 
Petersfield, 1584,1586,1588. Owned Heath house., 
a manor in PeteFýfield, and other land and 
.1 
23 
tenements there. He died 9 Sept., 1604 P. L. 
Will dt. 8 Sept., 1604, pr. 20 Feb., 160HZ (I: e,,, 
he died v. p. ) 
By his second wife; - No children. 
Education. 
Universities. Inns of Court. 
Father 
Son Edmund., late of Clement'i 
Innj, acim. ItP&iddle Temple., 
23 Feb., 1572. Called 
10 Feb., 1581.25 
17. B. M.., Harl. 11S., 474., ff. 90b and 92b. 
18. B&C. , loc. cit. 19. P. C. C.., 48 Mw-e. 
20. B&C.., loc. cit. 
21. Ibid. - 
22. ff-. 11atthewss Personnel of the Parliament of 1584-851_ 
23. 
(Univ. 
P. R. O.... 
of London M. A. 
C. 142/683/187 
thesis) S-e-Ji-cX-. -TIIp1b1- 
and C. 1ý2/346/175- 
24. P. C. C., 11 Hayes. 
25. Middle Temple Admissions., 1.36; IkUddle Temple Records, 
" Minutes of Parliament ., 
1 
.. 
241. 
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26 
14arriages of children. 
Edmund md. Anna, d. of William Jephson 
and sister of Sir John jephson, 
her husbaný, 1605, Will dt. 31 
July, 1628. issue, 7 sons and 
son was later Sir Henry Marvin., 
Narrow Seas; bap. at Rogate, 26 
Voottýg Bassett., 1614; will dt. 
1646. 
Subsidy assossments. 
I 
of Froyle., Hantss 
knt. Executrix to 
lilay, 1625, pr. 3 
5 d. The eldest 
vice-admiral of the 
Dec., 1583.., II. P. 
29 may, pr. 12 June, 
(As of Harting., Hundred of Dumpford., Chichester Rape) 
29 
.v0. 2 Elizabeth Henry Marvyn Esq., in lands . 13 
(As of Rogate, Hundred of Easebourne, Chichester Rape) 
30 
14 Elizabeth Henry Marvyn Esq.., in lands ý10,30. 
(Co=aissioner) 
26. B &- C., loc. cit. 
27. P. C. C... ? T-Barriington. 
28. B&C., loc. cit- Elvies, 182; P. C. C.: 80 Twisse. 
29. P. R. O., B 179/1 0/264. 
30. P. R. O. 0 E: 179/196/283. 
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IlAY. v 
(or Maye,, Maie., etc. ) 
or ipins - 
The first of the Mays to be noted by Berry and Comber is 
John Mlay of Kennington, Kent. He married a Sussex vioman, Alicep 
daughter of - Shoymvell of the parish of Etchingham. Their son, 
Richard., settled at lilladhurst, Sussex, a few miles north ivest of 
Etchingham, and there, according to Berry and Comber, he was 
buried. 1 
So far no dates are given. However, RichardIs son., 
Thomas I-lay of Vladhurst, 2 
left a will dated 14 August, 1500., 
and proved 14 Nlay, 1501., and from that time onwards fuller 
information is available. This Thomas had.. according to Berry 
and Comber, three sons and three daughters. William, the 
second son, married a lady from Portugal, and, after founding 
a branch of the May family at Rawmere, died in Portugal some 
time before 1543. Richard, the third son, is described as a 
citizen and Merchant Taylor of London. The eldest son was 
Thomas May of Pashley in Ticehurst., Sussex, agd of Camberwell. 
He was under twenty one in his fatherts will. 
The manor of Fashley in the parish of Ticehurst, Hastings 
Rapep situated approximately between Etchingham and Wadhurst 
had formerly been the property of the Pashley family. 
4 it 
was acquired by Thomas May and his son in 1543 by quitclaim-5 
Thomas died seized of it in 1552 and left it to his eldest son, 
of the same name who was a J. P. of Sussex at the beginning of 
Elizabethfs reign, and who died in 1577.6 
A younger branch of the family, settled at Burwasho also 
comes within the scope of this survey since one of its members. 
was a J. P. at the close of Elizabethts reign. The first Thomas 
May of Pashley., who died in 1552, had married Margaret, daughter 
of Robert Vhitfield of Wadhurst and they had had three sons and 
inherited Pashley two daughters. While the eldest son, Thomas, 
.. as well as 
lands in Kent from his uncle. from his father 
Richard, the Merchant Taylor of London, the second son, George., 
made his way so well/quite eclipsed the elder line. 
7 
that he 
- 
1. B& Co.. 36. 
2. P. C. C. 16 Moone. 
3. B& C-PlOc. cit. 
4. Horsf ie M., ij, -589. 
5. V. C. H. 
_, 
Sussex,, ix. 255; S. R. S., xx, 338. 
j6ussex,, loc. cit; C., loc. cit.; S. R. S... xv. 697. 
Notes 6. V. -G-. H. 
The V. C. H. erroneously states that it waZ this son, Thomas, 
who Redin 1610., leaving Pashley to his son, Anthony. HOW- 
ever.. this version omits one generation. Anthonyls father., 
Thomasp, died in 1610; his grandfather, also Thomas, died in 
1577; his great-grandfather, Thomas., died in 1552. See B C. 
loc. cit. 
7. B& Cop lOc-cit. 
(May continued) . 
Whether armigerous. 
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Mentioned in Sussex Visitation of 1634, but not before. 
8 Coat 
of arms shown in Berry and ComberV 
May of Ticehurst. 
10 
Note: - The Thomas may who was J. P., Sussex, 1560., was 
apparentil the eldest son of Thomas May of Fashley who died 
in 1552, and his wife, Margaret.. daughter of Robert Whitfield 
of Wadhurst. He was the elder brother of George may 06 Burwash 
who was living in 1580. This Thomas yjg died in 15771 He 
owned a furnace in Etchingham, c. 1574. It was therefore his 
eldest son., also Thomas May of Pashley, who was head of this 
branch of the family in 1580, though he was apparently not a 
J. P. under Elizabeth. 
Members of the family. 
Head of the family in 1580. 
Thomas May of Pashley, in Ticehurst, gent , eld. s. of Thomas May of the same who died in 1577, 
jv. 
supra), and of 
his flEst wife, Jane, d. of William rlyborne of Hawkwell., 
Kent. 
1577.. exoputor to his father, and in 1609,, to his brother., 
Abraham. -LO 
9 July, 1610., diedý6 Will dt. 23 Feb.,, 1609., pr. 22 Oct.., 
1610. '" 
Wif 
Ann', d. of Anthony Stapley of Framfield, Sussex. Executrix 
to her husband, 1610. Named in son Anthony's viillý 1635.18 
8. H. C. MS. p C. 27. 9. B&C.., loc. cit. 
10. P. R. O. Assizes, 35, S. E. Circuit, Sussex, 2. 
11. I. P. M., pP. R. O... C*l42/97/85. Uill pr. 6 May, 1552. P. C. C. 12 Powell. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
Will dt. 29 Apr. lpr. 15 May, 1577; P. C*C. 20 Daughtry. See Appendix 29. 
B&C., loc. cit. 
PoCoCe 877 -Wingfield. 
B. &. C. ; Zlocý* 
P. C. C. P 87 Wingfield. B &- C. 1 85. 
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Children. 
19 
Anthony Of Pashley Esq. Eld. son. Sheriff of Surrey &- 
Sussex., 1629-30. Executor to father. ASed 20 
and more. Died at Ticehurst, 14 June, 163gh 
Will dt. 1 Nov ti 1635.0 pr. 15 July.. 1636. "" Feodary Survey,, 
Y, 
Eerhaps bullt the Jacobean 
mansion at Pas 
Herbert Of Burwash. UnderlS in father's will.. 1609. 
Bur.., 27 Nov., 1680 in Ticehurst. 
Henry Of Ticehurst, gent. Under 18 in fatherts will. 
Frances Under 18 in her fatherts will. Elizabeth) 
Ann 
Rebecca All under 18 and unmarried in fatherts will. 
Jane 
Education. 
Universities. 
Father 
Sons 
Inns of Court. 
Anthony., adm., ýo Gray's Inn, 
T Feb., 1607. ' 
24 
M, arriages of children. 
Anthony md. twice: - (a) Audrey, d. of Sir John Vjilgoose of 
Iridge, Sussex,, knt. Md. 1614 at Ticehurst. No 
surviving issue. (b) iome, d. of Walter Roberts 
of Boresell in Ticehurst, Sussex, (q. v. ) Executrix 
to her husband in 1631., and to her son, Adrian in 
1654. She subsequently had three husbands, Richard 
Alfrey of Carsfield, Sussex, John Gyles of Penshursts 
and Col. John Busbridge of Haremare in Echinshami, 
Sussex. She died before 10 Feb. 0 1694. 
Issue. 
19. B&C.., 36. 
20. P. C. C. 81 Pile. 
21. P. R. O. Wards 5/431' pt. 1; 22 Sept., and 
22. Horsfield, 1,589 and See Appendix 12. 
23. Gray's Inn Admissions, 114. 
24. B C., I-o-c. cite 
Nov. . 1636s 
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Herbert md. Elizabeth., d. of Vjilliam Newton of Southover., 
Sussex. Issue. 
Henry md. Mildred., d. of Robert Ollyffe of Framfieldp 
Sussex. Issue. 
Frances md. Francis Lyfe of Hastings, gent. Lie. at Lewes., 
6 Nov.., 1615. 
Elizabeth 
Ann 
Rebecca 
Jane 
Subsidy assessments. 
(As of Hundred of Shoysviell,, Hastings Rape). 
2 Elizabeth Thomas May,, gent.., in lands Z2P 
37 Elizabeth Thomas May of Pashley, in lands F, 20ý6 
gent. 
1-2 Charles I Anthony May Esq. in lands Z14. 
Mistress Ann May in lands , c,, 2 27 Henry May,, gent. in lands F, 1 
0 
25. P. R. O.., E. 179/190/266. 
/332. 26. E. 179/1907 
27* E. 179/191/337a. 
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(ii) May of Burwash. 
Members of the f amily. 
Head of the family in 1580. 
George May of Burwash, gent... second son of Thomas May of 
Fashley in Ticehurst who died in 1552 (v. supra)o and of 
Margaret., his wife.. d. of Robert Whitfield of Wadhurst. 
Under 21 in his fatherts will. 
In time he became a "well-known iron-master as his father had 
probably been before himit2b Was related through his mother 
to the Whitfields'. then in Wadhurst a famHT well-known in 
the iron industry. He resided at 
AFrenches or "The-Fran- 
chisell in Burwash and was sometimes styled "Esquire'1.41ý' He 
was apparently never a J. P. under Elizabeth though his only 
son and heir became one. (v. infra. ). 
e. 1574 
30 
,, owned a 
forge in Burwash. 
1587., in the certificate relating to Sussex J. PIsp was 
highly recommended for appointment to the co=ission of the 
Peace in Hastings Rape,, being "zealous in religion". 31 
1588, assessed at L50 for the Armada Loan,, the third highest 
rate, with 10 others. 3; 4 
, 33 15 Sept. s 1593, died. I. P. M. 22 Oct, $ 1593o Will 
dt. 24 
Oct. s 1592; pr. 1 Feb, s 1594.64 
Wife ý5 
Elizabeth,, d. of John Henley of Cranbrook., Kent,, and relict 
of Goddard Walsh. 
28. S. A. C., xix, 86. 
29. Ibid. but see Subsidy Rolls where he is ptyled "MrIf and 
'" -ge-n t 
30. See Appendix 29. 
31. S. A. C. Oii$58. 
32. S. A. C. 2isM. 33. F. M. U. 0 C. 142/236/88. 34. P. C. C.., 10 Dixy. 
35. B&C.., loc. cit. 
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36 Children* 
Thomas later Sir Thomas May of Mayfield. Knighted 23 
July, 1603. Exec. to father and aged 30 and more 
in 1594. Named in will of Richard May of London, 
1587, a cousin of a younger branch of the family. 
Bought the manor and part of Mayfield on 6 May, 
1597 from Henry Nevill Esq., h 97 then being styled 
Thomas May of Burwash Esquire. Sir Henry Nevill 
had acquired it J, ux.,, his wifej, Elizabeth., having 
been the neice and heiress to the Sussex property 
of Sir Thomas Gresham, the financier.. who died in 
. 1579.38 Sir Thomas May spent the greater part of his fortune on Mayfield, leaving his wife and 
children with small means. They sold the pg8perty 
on ll'Nov.,, 1617., to John Baker for L4,100. 
J. P., Sussex, 1600-1602 at least. 40 41 
23 Augustj, 
1615., died. I. P. M.., 21 Jan., 1617. 
Margaret 
Jane 
Education. 
Universities. Inns of Court. 
Father Perhaps matric. pens. from Perhaps Gray's 
Queen's Coll,., Camb,., Micý8. Inn., 1549.45 
1546. Scholar, 1547-50. 
Son Thomas, perhaps adm. 
Gray's Inn, 1580.44 
36. Ibid.,, and P. 21. 
37. , 245, ' Shaw. ii. 117. 
7. AC 11 
38. . Horsf ie ldý, 10 417. 
39. S. A. C., xxi. 8. But in Greshamls time, the contents alone 
i-ere valued at W., 550. (A. L. Rowse; The England of Elizabeths 
- 123). See also S. A. C., ii. 233. For a of May- descriptlan 
filed, S. A. C ii-, =et seqq; xxi,, l et seqq. 
40. , C. 66/1523. (for 1600); Assizes P. R. O... Dorw,,. Pat. Roll . 35., S. E. Circuit., Sussex, 43 & 44 (1601 & 2). 
41. P. R. O., p C. 142/366/180. 42. Al. Cant., Pt. l. iii. 166. 
43. Grayfs Inn AdmisSion s., 20. 
44* _ Op. cit.. ' 55. 
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45 
marriages of children. 
Thomas md. twice: - (a) Barbara, d. of Edward Rich of 
Hordon, Essex. Issue,, incl. Thomas, eld. son, the 
"celebrated poett'.. died 13 Nov., 1650 and bur. 
Westminster Abbey, but disinterred. 46 (b) Jane, 
d. of Sir Michael Sands of Throwly., Kent., knt. j. and relict of Edward Fludd. Issue, one d. 
Margaret md. Richard Snelling of Portslade, Sussex. Issue. 
i ane md. twices- (a) Richard Farnfold of Jýichester,, 
gent., who died 30 May, 1600. Will (b) before 
28 March,, 1602, J ohn Hale. 
Subsidy Assessments. 
(As of Henhurst Hundred., Hastings Rape) 
2 Elizabeth George May., gent. in lands 
(As of Hundred of Shoysw4l, Hastings Rape). 
14 Elizabeth Mr, George May., in lands 
18 Elizabeth George May, gent. it 
37 Elizabeth Thomas May of Frenches 
gent. 
Mistress - wid.. p 
45. B&G. q 46. Ibld. ; 
47. P. C. (G. 
48. P. R. 0. 
49. P. R. 0. 
50. POROO@$ 
51. P. R. 0.., 
Z18.48 
P, 20ý9 
50 
Z20. 
Z26.51 
Z9. 
loc. cit. F or-sTI-eldO 1,42 0. 
40 Wallopp. 
E. 179/19b/266. 
E, 179/19 283. 
E. 179/196/298. 
E0 179/19 6/332. 
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MICHELL. 
Oriains. 
Several pedigrees of families of this name are gi I an by 
Barry-and Comber., for example, the Michells of Horshl; m, the 
Michells of Harting. 2 and the Michells of Cuckfield. 0 Edmund 
Michell who was a J. P. c. 1558-59., appears to have been a 
member of the third of these families. 
No direct link between these families is shown by Berry 
and Comber., but they w9re all apparently of one stock with 
the same coat of arms. " They are described by one writer as 
"This widespread indigenous Sussex family" whose Ori§inal coat 
was probably that borne by the Michells of Cornwall. It is 
likely that the Michells of Stamerham in Horsham were a cadet 
branch of the Cuckfield family and owed their subsequent 
importance in the county to a marriage with a Stamerham 
heiress. 6 
The Cuckfield family became imDortant in their neighbour- 
hood in the 16th and 17th centuries. 7 The first person of the 
name whose connection with Cuckfield is recorded was Richard 
Michell who,, according to two deeds from the Cartulary of Lewes 
Priory., granted -., certain lands in Cuckfield in 1279 to the 
Prior and monks of St. Pancras Priory, Zewes. 8 But there is a 
gap in the records of the family between this Richard and the 
John Michell who died on 1 February, 1525 and who erected a 
brass to his wife, Mylicent, who died in the previous year. 9 
It was their grandson., Edmund., who appears to have been a J. 10 
at Elizabeth's accession, though he died shortly afterwards. 
Edmund Michell of Cuckfield Esq, who is mentioned as the 
eldest son in the will of his fathij, John Michell 11of Coke- 
field., gent. 11., dated 5 Sept,. P15460 as aged 38 at his 
father's 
death on 15 Oct., 1546.12 Edmund inherited not only his fatherts 
estate, but also that of his uncle, Thomas Michell1gf Worth., 
Sent... Ranger of Worth Forest,, who d. s. p. in 1551. 
1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
B&C.. q 123-4. B& C-p 137. 
B&C., 346a. 
S. A. C ix,, 7 4n. 
I =. 
S. A. C., pliiij, 
110. 
W-. V. C*ooper: HistorZ of the Parish of Cuckfieldp 
Heath. 1912). 112 et seqq. 
S. A. C.., liii,, 109; ix, 80. 
B&U . 346a; S. A. C. pliii. 110; Cooperp OP-cit p B&C., 346a; -Y. "A. C., liji, 110-11. 
Lewes WIlls., A. T/=, 5. 
Father's I. P. M... P. R. O.., C. 142/85/30. 
P. C. C.. q 31 Bucke. 
(Haywards 
112a 
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The family seems to have acquired some standing and 
permanence in Cuckfield before the mid 16th century, three of 
its members, Edmund Michell, his father, and his brother next 
in age, being among those mentioned in the Indenture of 20 
Henry VIII of feoffees of certain landed property yith which 
the Gray=ar School of Cuckfield was to be endowed. 4 
Whether armigerous. 
Mentioned in the 1634 Visitation. 15 Also in 1662.16 
Members of thefamij-Z. 
Head of the f amilZ in 1580. 
Thomas Michell Esq. of Cuckfield and later of Bolney, eld, 
son and heir of Edmund Michell of Qvckfield Esq.,, who died 
0.1558-9 "1 and was J. P. c. 1558-9., -LO and of Joan, d. of 
J ohn (? 
J., 
sister of Edmund Hensley. 19 
Executor to father, 15BZ, then under 24o Administered 
mothe Is will in 1580. Named In wills of uncles Richard, 
ý 
El 
13 22 1566p . and John, 57 p 
1568., bought half Cuckfield Park from Henry Nevill, Lord 
Abergavenny, for L10 p. a. 23 
c. 1574, perhaps the owner of a furnace in Hoathly. 
24 
1581,, with Ninian Chaloner was committed to the Marshalsea 
for theýE part in the Curtis-Bowyer quarrel, they siding with 
Curtis. 
Apparently gradually parted with the large property to which 
he succeeded because he is a frequen 8 deforciant in fine for 
lands in Cuckfield under Elizabeth. 2 The old family resi- 
dence of Ockenden in Cuckfield, mentioned in his father, 
Edmund's,, I. F. M... was apparently occupied in the early 17th 
14. Cooper, op. cit., 131. 
15. H. C. MS. $ G-. 
27. 
16. S. A. C. $=ix$123; S. N. Q.., ii, 9205. 17.1; =-, 10c-citj; IU*r=t. 14 Aug., 1557, 
(P. C. C. -31 Wel es). 
: L8. B. M. Lansd. MS,, 1218., f. 30. 
B&C, ; S*A9CqOjiij3, jjO-jj. 
20. Lewes ifýisA, 7/192. 
I ait 
21. Lewes willsp A. 5/434. 
22. F. C. C. 24 Peter. 
23. COOParp 02*clt-#81; S. A. C. sx1is9l; B date given as 30 Sept,,, 15'67). 
24. See Appendix 29. (contdo 
pr. 18 Jan., 1559, 
C.,, I an - alt. 
(but 
on next page) 
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century at least., by John Michell.. first cousin of Thomas 
Michell, and son of the John Michell whose will was proved in 1573.27 This cousin Johnv occupied Ockenden in 1608 
when it was burnt down. ý8 
1617, living at Bolney, and on 2 Dec,, party to a deed 
concerning Cuckfield School. 29 
Probably the Thomas Michell t'8f Bolney" who was buried in Wivelsfield., 27 Aprilp 1625.3 Perhaps staying wit4L tLis 
nephew,, Edmund Attree of Theobalds in Vivelsfield. %J-L 
Wife. 32 
Jane., - Living at date of mother-in-lawls will., 1569.33 
Perhaps buried at Bolney., 14 June., 1618. 
Children ý4 
John Later Sir John Michell. Born c. 1567. Named in 
grandmother's will, 1569. Nov., 1619, knighted. 
Master in Chancery. 1617, named in deed concerning 
Cuckfield School. Died, 1644.35 
Henry Named in deed of 1617. Perhaps the Henry Michell 
of Bolney,, gent., bur. there 26 May., 1637. 
Thomas Attorney for father in 1617. 
(Footnotes from previous page) 
25. Cooper, op. cit., 39., 41., 114. S. A. C., xliv. 15. 
26. S. A. C. sliiTs. -, 12-0'et seqq. 
27. B&C. $ ,, 
loc. cite P. C. C. $24 Peter. 28. Cooperj, op. cit.., 114. 
29. B&C loc. cite 
,0S. 
A. C.., liii,, 121. 
30. B&C: " .p 
31. Cooper, OP. cit. sM; S. A. C., Iiii,, 121. 32. B&C..,, Ioc. cTt. 
33. Lewes Wills -A-., 'ý/192. 
34. B&C,., loc. cit. 
35. Ibid.., bu-T- =.. C. jlxv,, 257 sa s c. 1640. No will or 1.157M. (See S. A C. OliiixJ21T. 
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Education. 
Universities.. Inns of Court. 
Father Perhaps matric. pens. from 
Peterhoilse. Camb.., Iliehs. 
1566. %36 
Sons John$ matric. pens. from John 11 adm. 
Gra Is Inn, 
Magdajene. qCamb,., Michs., 8 Nov.., 1583. 
H 
1580.7 
39 
Marriages of children. 
John md. Elinor, d. and coh. of Sir Anthony Strelley of 
Strelley, Notts., Issue. 
Henry Perhaps md. and was father of Edward Michell$ bap. 
Bolney, 30 May, 1615, and of Jane, bap. Bolney, 
25 Feb., 1617. Identity of wife unkn(Avn. 
Thomas 
Subsidy assessments.. 
(As of Cuckfield., Hundred of Buttinghill, Lewes Rape). 
38 Henry VIII John Michell 
(Commissioner) 
Edmund Michell 
(Commissioner) 
in lands 
ff it 
40 
Z26. 
Z5. 
(The identity of those Michells assessed in Cuckfield in 
2 Eliz. and 14 Eliz. is uncertain). 
41 
3.8 Elizabeth Thomas Michell in lands F, 3. 
1-2 Charles I Henry Michell ft 11 Z3 
ý2 
36. Al. Cant.., Pt. I., 111., 182. 
37. Ibid. 
38. 'Gray's Inn Admissions., 63. 
39. 
40 
B&09, 
R O P 
loc. = 
77DO/225 E7 
. . .., . . . 41. E 179/1907/299. 
42. E: 179/19]C/337a. 
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M0 RLEY. 
Origins. 
The Morleys were originally a Lancashire family. Their 
pedigree is traced back by Berry and Comber to Richard Morley 
of Morley in Lancashire, living in 4 Edward Ill, who married 
Margaret., daughter and heiress of Gilbert Winnington of 
Lancashire. 1 It has been suggested by one writer, that these 
Lancashire Morleys may have been a cadet branch of the Cantelupe 
I family who were lof baronial eminence during the reign of John"., 
since their coats of arms were identical. ý, ' 
It was by the marriage of a younger son of this family in 
the 15th century, Nicholas Morley, that the Morleys became 
established in Sussex. He married Joane, second daughter and 
coheiress of Sir John Walleys, knight, of Glynde, which manor 
Nicholas acquired from his father-in-law by fine in 1461.3 The 
Valleys were an old Sussex family, traced back by Berry six 
generations before this to Sir Richard lk"alleys of Sussex., knt,., 
who married Dyonise, heiress to the Lord Glynde in Sussex. 4 
There was., apparently, no connection between these 
Morleys, of Glynde, and the Morleys of Halnaker. Their coats 
of arms were different, the former showing three leopard's faces 
where the latter showed only one. The Morleys of Halnaker were 
granted arms during the reign of Elizabeth., whereas the arms of 
the Morleys of Glynde had been theirs since at least the four- 
teenth century, and possibly earlier. 5 
Robert Morley of Glynde Esq., son of the above-mentioned 
Nicholas, appears to have been a man of property since, in his 
will dated 10 Aprils 1513, he ordained that his houses 6 and 
lands 
in London should bI sold to found a chantry in Glynde. His 
grand 9 on and heir, Thomas Morley of Glynde, who died on 9 Jan., 
1559., Is known to have had interests in the iron industry. At 
Hawksden in the Bibleham quarter of Mayfield, he had an iron 
mill and furnace from which his daughter Is jointure was levied,, 
B&C., 17 3. 
2. S. A. C., vi. 81. 
3. ! T8-C'*, Pl0c. cit.; S. A. C sxviiisl3-14. 4. S. A. C., pRx-,, 68,, sug-g-eR-se that the Walleys were possibly of Velsh extraction but had been of some importance in Sussex 
before Nicholas Morley's time since there had been a 
succession of six knights, father to son., holding the 
estate of Glynde. 
5, S. A. C., vi', 91. 
6. S-F-C. loc. cit; P. C. C. 23Holder. 
7. His eldest son d. vip. (Ibid. ) 
8. I. P. M.. 9 P. R. O.,, C. 42/17VI60. 
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and there was a forge there also. Thomas Morleyls great- 
grandson, Herbert Morley, the republieg, died possessed of 
these works which descended to his son. 
The Morleys were, in fact, very closely connected with 
SussexJs leading industry at this period, and it did much in 
the shaping of their fortunes. Of Thomas Morley's six sons, 
it was the second., Anthony.. who had most to do with this 
industry. He is a sorry example of the unsuccessful capital- 
ist entrepreneur of the time whose speculations led him into 
bankruptcy and enury and left his widow and family virtually 
without means. -18 He., like many other ironmasters of ýVssex,, 
finding their activities hampered in their own county-L-L by fuel 
shortages and the many restrictions imposed as to its consumption, 
migrated into South Waless to Glamorganshires still a compara- 
tively well-wooded region, and one where rivers and streams 
suitable for water wheels were to be found in addition to the 
primary essential, iron ore. Anthony Morley set up his iron 
works in the parishes of Llanwyno and Merthyr Tydfils and so 
began his long financial nightmare. He died in debt in 1586, 
leaving his widow and family in a sorry plight.. so that she 
was compelled to petition Sir Christopher Hatton, the Lord 
Chancellors complaining of various injustices of which she felt 
herself the victim. The litigation on the subject was exten- 
sive, and the creditors numerous,, 
t- 
many of them Sussex people. 
"It is clear". says one writer, hat poor Anthony Morley had 
borrowed mone 12 from his neighbours and that his enterprise did 
not succeed. " Yets "The family of Morley has not -yet become 
extinct in Glamorganshire and several of the descendants may 
yet be found in the district. " 15 
However,, it is with Anthony's elder brother., William., that 
this study is mainly concerned. He succeeded his father in 1559 
at the age of twenty-eight and remained head of the 11orley family 
of Glynde until his death in 1597. He was both a J. P. and a 
Sheriff for Sussex during the reign of Elizabeth. (v. infra). 
The Morleys of Glynde were well connected. They had, 
since Robert Morley's time, twice married into the influential 
family of Pelham, U-illiam Morley's grandmother and also his 
ovin first wife being Pelhams. His second wife was a Roberts of 
Warbleton, while through his brothers and sisters he was 
connected with such solid, §ussex families as the Fenners, the 
Michells and the Stapleyst" His own children also married well. 
9. S. A 
-. 
C_.., ii., 214. 
10, a. A. C txviii,. 13 *et seqq. 11. FEr-Anthony Morley's iron works in Sussexi, see S. A. C., Piiip 
242 and 245. 
12. S. A. C., xviii. 13 et seqq; S. A. C. 21iii2119-120. 13. A. : Ixviii 
14. 
14. , 173-6. 
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The manor of Glynde is situated in the parish of the 
same name, in the Hundred of Ringmer, in the Rape of Pevenseyo 
though it is very close to the town of Lewes. No record remains 
of any house at Glynde before 1569, which date appears on the 
arms in the inner quadrangle,, when it is supposed that William 
Morley restored or addig to the mansion, which at that time had 
but three sides to it. The house is described by Horsfield 
as a "reverend Elizabethan mansion".. looking East., with 
magnificent views over the Weald. 1 The property continued in 
the Morley family down to 1683 when it passed by marriage to 
the Trevors,, descendants of Sir John Trevor, Secretary of State 
to Charles 11.17 
Tihether armigerous. 
Apparentlý the Morleys were armigerous from the 14th century or 
earlier. 1 20 Mentioned in the 1570 Visitation., 19and In the 1634. 
Members of the family. 
Head of the f amily in 1580. 
William Morley of Glynde Esq., v *eld. son and heir of 
Thomas 
Morley Esq. of the same who died 9 Jan., 1559, and of 
Elizabeth, d. of Anthony Maycott of Reculver, Kent. 21 
Aged 28 in 1559. Executor to his father. 
1564, bishopts letter, - mentigped as no Justice but a 
favourer of godly proceedings. 
23 
1571j, M. P. for Lewes. 
24 
1571 - Jan... 1598.. (then noted as ttmort").. J. P. Sussex* 
1580 25 
,, 
Sheriff of Surrey, and Sussex, 
15. S. A. C.,, xx, 73. S. A. C., v, gl,, says that much of Glynde Place 
remalhs (1852), a-s-T-Tilliam Morley left it, including the 
imposing gateway. (Print. p. 92). For a full illustrated 
description of Glynde Place and a brief account of its 
owners, seet A. Oswald: "Glynde Place, Sussex,, I., II and III", 
(Country Life.. 14 APril,, 1955,, 978 et seqq; 21 April. 1955.. 
1040 et seqq; 28 April. 1955., 1104 et seqq). 
16. Horsfield., i.. 345. 
17. Ibid., and S. A. C.., xxiv, 106. 
is. =.. C. Ovis8l. 19. M=iPsjB; H. C. 11S.. D. 11; and G. 18. 
20. H. C. MS. 9 C. 27. 21. B&C,, Ioc. cit. 
22. Bishops' Ietterss1564 (Camden Ifisc ix 10-11). 
23. Browne W'illiss Notitia Parliame 
iajii., 85. 
(contd. on next page) 
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14 June. 1584, mentioned in a letter from the Privy Council to 
the Sheriff and Commissioner for Musters for Sussex as being 
unable to serve, along with George Goring, as Captain of 
Musters for Pevensey Rape since, dwelling within the liberty 
of the Cinque Ports he had to serve the musters there. 26 
1587,, in the certificate concerning the Sussex J. Pts,, was 
mentioned as "A good justice as well in resPect of religion as 
of the co=onwealth". But it was said that others should be 
appointed with him and his colleagues for Pevensey Rape. Mr. 
Morley,, for example., "abideth about Lewes". (I, e,, he was not 
central for Pevensey Rape). 27 
1588j. assessed at L60 for the Armada- an,, - the second hishest 
rate of assessment., with two others. 
Ao 
24 Nov.,,; 1597, diedý9 6 March. 1598ý0 Will dt. 15 Octep 
1573,, pr. 28 Jan., 1598. 
32 
VI ive s. 
Md. twice: - (a) Ann d. of Anthony Pelham of Buckstepe in 
Warbleton Esq. (q, v, 
ý; (b) Margaret., d. of William Roberts of 
Warbleton., Sussex. lid. c. 24 Sept.., 1570. She died at Glynde, 
1632.33 
(Footnotes contd. from previous page) 
24. F. R. O. Assizes. 35.. S. E. Circuit,, Sussex.. 13-40. But not a 
J. P. in 1583 (no. 25); also erased but re-inserted in list 
for Jan. 1580 (no. 22). 
25. See Appendix 4. 
26. BJJ. Harl. MS " 703, p f, 16b. Also see B. 
M, Harl. MS., 474, j 
f. 92bo (c. 1585). Conmissioner for the restraint of grain. 
27. S. A. C. 011059. 28. S. A. C. #3 6. 
29. S-Fu. 1o0. cit. 
30. P. R. O. s 0,142/-253/98. 31. P. C. C. p 3 Lewyn. 32. B&C... loc. cit- see also 316 for Ann Pelham* 
, 33. Her wi! T-dt. 29' Dee.., 1631,, pr. 2 Aug.., 1632. 
P. C. C. 90 
Audley. 
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(morley contirmed) 
34 
Children. 
. 
Ey his first wifes- 
Herbert Later "of Glynde,, Esq. " Eld. s. and heir. Exec. 
to father, 1598. Aged 35 in 1597. M, P. Winchelseao 
1588; Shoreham, 1593.35 J. P. Sussex, June, 1601 
and 1602.36 
_Of3 
ýhe Quorum. Sheriff of Surrey and 
Sussex.. 1607 B. Died 15 Oct., 1610. I. P. 11.0 14 
March,, ý611; Will dt. 11 Sept.., 1606; pr. 20 Oct., v 1610.00 
Anthony Of Bosts and Crekden in Glynde and Ringmer Esq. 
Mentioned in father's I. P. M.,, and brother Herbert's 
willo 1606. Raed s. p.., 16 July.. 1625. I. P. M., q 11 Oct., 1625. 
Amy In 1570 Visitation. 40 
Mary In father's will. Bur. Hurstmonceuxx 17 May., 1598. 
Anne Bur. Worth., 28 Dec,,, 1595. 
Judith 
By his second wife: - 
Robert later t1of Glynde Esq. " Mentioned in fatherts will,, 
1573,, and in his I. P. M. Exec. to brother, Herbert, 
1610. Heir to brother, Anthony and aged 48 in 1625. 
Died 22 Oct. 0 1632. I. P. T. I. dt. 17 ig n... 1633.41 Will dt. 17 Oct.., pr. 15 Nov., 1632. 
Henry 
43 
Named in father's will, 1573.44 
Margaret 45 
34. B&C.., loc. cit; but according to Comber, (Tawes), 193. 
Anthony was the second son of 111illiam Morley's second 
marriage., and therefore junior to Robert. Yet, the I. P. M. 
of Anthony himself shows that he was William Morley's second 
son, and Robert his third. (S. R. S., xiv., 166). 
35. Official Returns. 
36. As s-i z es- 
.p 
35,, S. E. Circuit Sussex., 43 & 44. 
37. P. R. O. Sheriffs. 
38* P*C*Co 82 
. 
gfield. 
39. P. R. O. C, 142/422/27. 
40. Phillips., 8. 
41. P. R. O.., C, 142/488/92. 
42. F. C. C. Ill Audley. 
43. Given by Comberp(Lewes)., 193 as of William Morley's 2nd 
marria es though appears in B&C,, loc. cit. s with a queryj as of 
ge 
f irst. 
44. Comber. loc. citl_ in B&C.., suggested this miSht be an error for 11RdU-ert". (continued on next page) 
(Morley continued) 
Education. 
62,9 
Universities. 
Father Perhaps =atric. pens. from 
Queen's Coll. Camb. jMichs.,, 1545; B 1549. Fellow., 
1548-15; 
'. Id 
Sons Herbert, matric, fell-co=. 
. 
Trom Clare Co Camb., 
Easter, 1577.1ý- 
Marriages of children. 
51 
Of the first marriage: - 
Inns of Court. 
Herberto adm. Middle 
Temple, late of 
Furnivall's Inn 
2 Aug., 1579. 
Anthony,, adm. Gray's 
Inn., 9 Feb, 13.590. 
"9 
Robert adm Gray' go 
Feb:., 1621. 
Herbert md. twice-. - (a) Dorothy, d. of Edmund Downing of London. No issue. (b) Ann, d, of Samson lannard 
of Chivgring., Kent, Esq, She died 26 Sept,, pl624. jrjill, 5 Issue -2 daughters. 
Anthony 
Amy 
Mary md. as his first wife., John Hay of Hurstmonceux,, gent. 
Issue. 
Anne md. at Worth,, 7 Sept., 1585, as his first wife, Sir 
Thomas Eversfield. knt. of Denne, (q, v. ). Issue. 
Judith md, as his first wife$ Marmaduke 17yvill of Croydon. 
Issue. 
(Footnote from Previous page) 
45. Mentioned in husbandIs will, P. C. C. 87 Stafforde. 
46. Al. Cant. 214. 
47. "Ibld. 
48. IM-Mdle Temple Admission. i., 45. 
49* Grayls inn Admissions, 76. 
50. "nid.., 163. 
51.73 -&-. -C * j, 1. oc. cit; Comber (Lewes),, 192-13. 52. P, G, U, s 104, Byrde, 
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(Morley continued) 
Warria es of children contd. ) 
Of the second marriage. 1- 
Robert md. Susan, d. and heiress of Thomas Hodgson of 
Framfield. M, sett. 15 May. 1614. She died 16672 
aged 72. Will dt. 6 March,, 1665., pr. 4 May, 1667.53 
, of whom the eldest son and M. I, at Glynde. Issue , heir was Herbert, a colonel in the Parliamentary 
army in the Civil War, and 12. P. Lewes, in the Long 
Parliament. 1640, and M, P, Sussex. 1659. He took a 
prominent part in the Civil War in Sussex and became 
Lieutenant of the Tower during the Commonwealth. 
He was a staunch republican and retired from public 
life during the Protectorate and after the Restora- 
tion. 54 
Henry 
Margaret md. twices- (a) Ninian Boord of Lindfieldj, 
(b) Nicholas Jordan of Sussex. Issue. 
Subsidv assessments. 
(As of Glynde., Hundred of Ringmere, Fevensey Rape). 
38 Henry VIII Thomas Morley Esq. 0 in lands It 11 
Z100.55 
56 2 Elizabeth William Morley, arm. 
It 
Z 20 6 57 14 Elizabeth 17illiam, Morley Esq. 
It jt 
3 0. 
58 18 Elizabeth Uilliam Morley Esq. jt 30. 12 59 1-2 Charles I Robert Morley Esq. Z . 
(As of Hundred of Isfield, Pevensey Rape). 
14 Elizabeth Anthony Morleyo gent. in lands' Z18 
57 
Cbrother of VjIlliam Morlez7 
(As of Street Hundred, Lewes Rape). 
60 
18 Elizabeth Mr. Anthony Morley., in lands L 4. 
53. P. C. C. 67 Carr. 
54. Comber (Lewes).. 193-14; 
et se--jqq,, xviii. 14. 
55. P. R. O., p E. 179/190/225. 56. E. 179/190/265. 
57. E. 179/190/283. 
58. E. 179/190/298. 
59. E. 17q/191/377a. 
60. E. 179/190/299. 
Official Returns; S. A. C,. svogl 
NEVELL. (or Nevill) 
Origins. 
627 
Unknown. Apparently the Nevell family of Chichester 
were not directly connected with either the Nevills Lords Abergavenny, or the Nevilles of Billingbeare, Berksopl 
Whether armigerous. 
They appear in no relevant Sussex Visitations or among Berry's 
pedigrees of Sussex gentry families. 
Members of the famUy. 
Head of thefamily in 1580.2 
Francis Nevell Esq, of Chichester. Parentage unknown,, but 
was the brother 3 of Richard Nevell, gent., of Sidlesham, nr. Chichester. 
4 J., P. Sussex, 1597 - 1602 at least. Of the Quorum from 1600. 
1603., M. P. Midhurst. 5 
Feb. " 1621 `6 appears in Subsidy Roll as a Commissioner for Subsidies. 
17 June., 1628., bur. at Subdeanery Church, Chichester. 
7 
Ylives. 
Apparently md. twice but identity of first wife unImown t- 1) ? 
2) Alice, d. of John Apsley of Pulborough,, relict of John 
Drury of Pulborough, Sussex., LLD. and Master in Chancery, 
who dAed 9 Junep1614*8"She was bap, at Worminghurst in 
1570.1: 1 Md Francis Nevell at Chichester Subdeanery Cbulp., 
Nov.., 1616.10 Her will dt. 9 Oct.., 1618., pr. 28 Nov... 1618. 
1. See Visitations of Berkshire, (Harl, Soc. Pubns. Pjviv249-'5O; lvii018 
2. It is not known for certain whether he was resident in 
Sussex in 1580. No record of his being there before 1597 
when he first appeared on the Commission of the Peace, has 
been found. 
. 3. Chichester Administrations, 142 (Index). E. 142,, dt. 1608. 
Francis Nevell took ad-t--le-tters of administration on behalf 
of his deceased brother. 
4. P. R. O. Assizesp35,, S, E. Circuit., Sussex. 39-44. Also Dorse Pate 
Rolls. P. R. O. C, 66/15230 15490 1594. 5. Official Returns. 
6, S. A. C. -, Xx , xxiv, 71T. 7* W. S. C. R. O.,, Parish Registers. Chichester Subdeanery, ipf. 102b. 
a. Will pre 1614. P. C. C. 65 lawe. Sent-15 Rudd. B&C. s 202. 9. B &'C... loc. cit. 
-M- 11, S. C, R. O. Par sh Registers., Chichester Subdeanerypi. 9f, 
62b. 
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(Nevell contimed). 
Children. 
Perhap by his first wife: - 
12 Francis. 
Maria. 13 
his second'wifet- 
Apparently no children. She died 2 years after their marriage. 
Entries for baptisms between 1607 & 1618 are missing from the 
Subdeanery Parish Register, but no children by this marriage 
are specifically mentioned in the will of Alice,, Francis Nevell's 
second wife. 
Education. 
Universities Inns of Court, 5 
Father Perha-p-s-He who mairic. pens. Grn's Inn, 1561 
from il. John1s Camb.., michs. 
1565. 
Son Perhaps the Francis who 
matric. pens. -TýFo-mR. Johnls 
Easter, 1609. "" 
Marriages of children. 
Francis Md. at Aldingbourne, 27 Feb., 16170 Elizabeth Ed=ndesv 
also of the parish of Chichester Subdeanery. 
l't 
maria 
Subsidy assessments. 
(As of The Close, Chichester City). 
38 Elizabeth Francis Nevelil Esq. in goods' Z6'. 
le 
40 Elizabeth ft it if It ýrlo. 
19 
41 Elizabeth it It it Z10.20 
1-2 Charles I if ft tt z 5.21 
(Commissioner for City and Chichester Rape). 
11. F. C. C. 110 Meade. 
12. W. S. C. R. O.,, Parish Registers, Chichester Subdeanery, i, f. 63s 
27 Feb. o1617, entry about the marriage of 
"Mr. Francis Nevillp 
junior" 
13. VI. S. C. R: O., Parish Registeis, Chichester Subdeanery. i., f. 8a. 9 
4 Oct., 1596, entry about the baptism of "Marla Nevell". No 
parentage given. Mentioned as "cosin't in will of Sir Richard 
lawkenor, C. J. Chester., P. C. P-0 Rqe 
.., 
O'E. 179/190/333- 21. 14. A Pt. l,, iii., 243. 
-L&ant.. 0 /335 15. Gravts Inn Admissions 33.19. E. 179/19 E. 179 
16. M. Cant. oc. c1T. 20* E. 179/190/336.190/MW 6-. -,? -arTs-h Registers., Chichester Subdeanery. i. f. 63, 
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olaBy. 
Origins. 
Thomas Onley Esq.,, who was a J. P. of Sussex in 1559 
1 
and died in the same year, appears to have been the eldest son of one, John Onley, originally of Warneford. 9 Hampshire, 'Who acquired lands in 17.4arnham and Rudgwick in 1488 and a messuage 
and other lands in Pulborough in 1501.2 John Onley appears to have settled in Pulborough since he is described in his will, 
proved in 1511, as of that place, and he directed that 3 he was to be buried in a certain chapel in Palborough Church. The 
property which he acquired in Pulborough seems to have been that moiety of the manor of Pulborough which was knovvn as Old Place and which had been vested in the family of Lisle since the 
marriage of one of their name to one of two coheiresseS. This 
property continued in the possession of the Onley family until 1665 when Edward Onley Esq. and Elizabeth, his ife, and Thomas Onley., gent,., were deforciants in fine for it. 
Little Is known of the earlier history of these Onleys, 
but perhaps they were connections of the Northamptonshire family 
of that name who appear in the Northamptonshire Visitations-u- 
Whether armigerous. 
Mentioned in the 1634 Visitation. 7 Also in that of 1662.8 
1. F. R. O. Assizes., 35., S, E. Circuit, Sussex., 1. 
2. B&C. pl97; -S. 
A. C Ixxii, 262-13. 
3. S. A. C., loc. cit. 
4. Ibid. - 
5. Ibid; this shovis that, contrary to Horsfieldoii, 163, and 
other authorities, Old Place was not Apsley property. 
See also S. R. S., xx., 364. 
6. Thomas Onle--yof Pulborough who died in 1559., mentions in his 
will (P. C. C. 47 Chaynay) his cousin, Thomas 031ley of London, 
sometime under sheriff,, to whose son the testator left the 
contingent remainder of his lands in Pulborough. B&C. j, 197n ggests that this Thomas Onley of London., an under Sheriffsuof London, who died in 1537, was the son of John 
Onley of Catesby, Northants... gent., and was younger 
brother of Edward Onley, also of Catesby, whose will was 
proved in 1562. (F. C. C. 33 Tirwhite). For the pedigree 
of the Northants Onleys., see B&C. j, 196a and 197a. See also Visitations of Northamptonshire.. 1564-, &-. '1618-119. 
(1887) ed, 14M. Metcalfej, 38 & 121. 
7. H. C. MS. 0 C. 27. a. S. A. C.. xxxix, 123. 
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(Onley continued) 
Members of the family. 
Head of the family In 1580. 
Owen Onley Esq. of Pulborough., Sussex., 2nd but eldest 
surviving son of Thomas Onley of the same who was J. P. Of 
Sussex in 1559 and who died in that year., gand of his first 
wife, Clemence, daughter of Sir John Earnleloof Cakeham., 
Sussex., Lord Chief Justice of Common Pleas. 
Named in father's will, 1559. 
Executor to sisýqr., Vlary., widow of Robert Goring of Burton., 
gent.,, in 1590. -L-L 
10 October, 1590., died Buried Pulboroyph, IS Oct., 159012 
I. P. M.., 5 Nov.., 159O. B Will pr. 1590. '21 
15 Wif e. 
Dorothy., eldest daughter of Robert Bartellot Esq, of 
StoPhamo Sussex. Md. 18 Feb., 1576. Remd. Richard Stokes. 
16 Children 
William Aged 2 on 17 Dec., 1589. Found a lunatic by 
Inquisit 16 n. 11 May,, 1610, after 1 year, 5 months, 
20 days. Living in 1630, then in ward to Henry 
Bartellot. 
Elizabeth Found heiress to her brother in 1610. Then 
married. 
9. See Note 1; will dt. 20 itme, pr. 17 Oct. p1559. (P. C. C. * 
47 Chaynay). 
10. B&C. 0 197. 11. Chichester wills, 14/154 b. 
12. B& Ce. loc. cit. 
13. P. R. O. j, C-. -. V4-a/-226/121; C, 142/238/ile 3.4. Chichester wills, 14/153b. 
15, BC loc. cit.; see also "Bartellot"s 179. 
16. B Q: '. Is' 197. 
17. P. R. O., C. 142/324/147. 
(Onley continued). 
Education. 
631 
Universities. Inns of Gourt. 
Father 
Son 
Marriages of childrenýa 
William Perhaps md. Susan who was bur. at Palborough, 
25 Nov. 21609 and was perhaps father of Mary, bur. 
at Pulborough, 3.1 Oct. 21608. 
Elizabeth md. Richard Barnard. 
Subsidy assessments. 
(As of Pulborough,, Hundred of Esewryth., Arundel Rape). 
38 Henry VIII 
Elizabeth 
1.2 Charles I 
Thomas Onley Esq. In lands Z4019 
(Commissioner) 
mary Onley., widow 
William Onley., gent. 
it it zloýo 
It ti .z '3ý1 
18. B&C.,, loc. cit. 
19. P. R. O... M. 17V190/225. 
20. E. 179/190/346. 
21. E. 179/19i 377a. Notes- In B&C.,, 1971 
immediately below 
/ 
William-IM16y, lunatic, and Elizabeths, 
his sisters, but not descended from thems, is ys"illiam 
Onley of Fulborough of the 1634 Visitation. He was perhaps 
the second son of Edward Onley of Northants., 'the nephew of 
Thomas Onley of London who died in 1537, and the great 
t randson of John Onley of Catesbys, Northantss, gent. 
B&C... 196a and 197a). It appears that the Fulborough 
property passed., after the declaration of the lunacy of 
William Onley and the death of his sisters, Elizabeths, to 
cousins of the Northants line who were resident in 
Pulborough in 1634s at the time of the Visitation. 
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FAIIAERo 
Origins. 
"The Palmers of Sussex are acknowledged by the whole county 
one of their most ancient families before the Conquest., though 
the name came from the Holy War; for Palmer signifies Pilgrim 
because they carried (as Camden says) a Palme, when they returned 
from Jerusalem" ... ItAll our adventurers in the Holy War (as Puller and others have it) were called Pilgrims or Falmers 
9. so that there have been about sixty considerable families 
at a time in England Of.,, this very Sirname differing in the Armes 
and no wayes related but by marriage. " Thus wrote Mr Jenyns 
in his introduction to a genealogical study of the Sussex 
Palmers. 1 
The pedigrees compiled by Jenyns in 1672s begins in the 
reign of Edward Is and he says it was 11collected about fifty 
yeares agoe in a Methodicall Roll .. and approved by Sir Vjilliam Segars Garter King of Armes. " He gives a copy of the 
latter's certificate, dateý 12 March, 1626. This pedigree., and 
that of Kimber ang Johnson are almost identical with that of 
Berry and Comber, though there are a few discrepancies as to 
Christian names. The main difficulty in tracing the family 
history of the Palmers lies not in contradictory pedigrees but, 
in the later sixteenth century at least, in the co-existence of 
a number of members of the familys more or less contemporariess 
with the same Christian name., - that of 'Thomast. Despite the 
careful study of dates this does leave a certain margin of error. 
The earliest individual member of the family mentioned in 
the above sources, including Berry and Comber, was Ralph Palmer 
who is said to have possessed considerable 9states in Sussex at 
the beginning of Edward II's reign in 1307. 'ýb From him 
descended in direct line, one Robert Palmer of Steyning, Sussex, 
who,, towards the end of the 14th century., married one of the two 
coheiresses of William Stopham de Stopham, a Bartellot marrying 
the other, so that both the Falmers and the Bartellots were 
later entitled to quarter the Stopham coat. 5 It was this 
marriage that brought the Palmers certain property in Angmering 
where they subsequently settled and where the senior line of 
the family resided in the Elizabethan period. 6 
R. Jenynst Pedigree of the Ancient FamilY of the Palmers of 
Sussex, 1672, (1867). introduction. See also B. Kimber 
johnsont Baronetage, (1771)siO205 et seqq. 
2. See note 1. 
3. B&C,, p 206. 4. Kimber & Johnson., loc. cit* B&C. ploc-cit- 5. S. A. C. , vi., 87. 6.7e-nyns., op. cit. 5; and see infra. 
(Palmer continued). 
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The family was rising into prominence from the early 16th 
century onwards. At the beginning of the century., there were 
three brothers., Edward Palmer, the eldest, forerunner of the 
Palmers of Angmering., Robert, the second, founder of the Parham 
branch of the family, and Sir Thomas., the youngest,, who served 7 with distinction in the garrison at Calais but died without issue . 
Of the tgree interesting sons of Edward Palmer who died on 
25 July, 1516, John, Sir Henry Palmer and Sir Thomas Palmer, it 
is the eldest., John,, and his descendants, who are of i=nediate 
concern for this study. Sir Henry, the second son, who became 
a distinguished soldier and had an active military career during 
the reigns of Henry VIII., Edward VI and Mary., was of much greater 
repute than his elder brother, John, and it was he who founded 
the branch of the family settled at Wingham in Kent, a br9ch 
which was to remain influential well on into Stuart times. It is 
perhaps worth noting that the s eat of this branch,, at Wingham.. was 
secured by S16 Henry as a result of the Dissolution of the 
Monasteries. Sir Thomas Palmer., the youngest of the three 
remarkable sons of Edward Palmer, who, incidentally$ are tradi- 
tionally held to have been born on three successive Sund 11 s., a 
story which apparently derives from Fuller's "Worthies".. had a 
still more dazzling career,, though one that ended tragically. 
Courtier and soldier, he rose high in the favour of Henry VIII., 
and his career waslEunctuated by grants of lands, annuities and 
lucrative offices. Locally, he acquired the reputation of t1an 
enormous acquirer of church property in many parts of Sussex. 1113 
Among the most prominent of his acquisitions were the revenues of 
the recently dissolved College of Benedictine Canons at South 
Malling,, near Lewes. Jýjs was flone of the oldest monastic 
institutions in Sussex . Under Edward VI,, he successfully 
negotiated the transfer of his allegiance from Somerset to 
Northumberland., and under the latter prospered so far as to under- 
take to build himself a house in the Strand, but the collapse of 
the Lady Jane Grey conspiracy implicated him too seriously for his 
good fortýge to continue, and when Northumberland. fell$ he fell 
with him. 
7. B&C., loc. cit.; B. N. B... sub "Sir Thomas Palmer" q. ob. 1553. 
B. -B-&-7U* 
.91oc, c 
it. 
9. D. N. B... sub "Sir Henry Palmer1l; see also "Sir Thomas Palmerp =-1626"; "Herbert Palmers 1601-147"; and "Sir James Palmers 
ob. 165711. 
10, E, Hasted,., History of Kent., (Cahterburysl8OO)0ixs234 et seqq.; 
D. N. B... sub "Sir Henry Palmer". 
11. S. A. C. OvO16-17; Kimber & johnson. i. 206; Elwes. 10-11. 12. B =.. . 13. S. A. C., xix. 36. 
14. S. A. C., v, 127. On his revenues from this sources see S. A. C., 
x p. 1 2.1328 V 
=6; S. A. C., v, 127 et seqq., and 139@ S. A. C. ix 0 
S. A. C. , x-Fx-Cr,,. -Ms 172s 174- 18; S. A. C. s xxvi 3 Us 48 
42s 7s8i: 
15. D. N. B. 
(Palmer contirmed) 
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The careers of Sir Henry and Sir Thomas Palmer have this 
significance for the present study - that the reputation of each rested on important services rendered personally to the Crown, in both cases, as it happened, in the military sphere: in returns 
each reaped substantial material rewards, largely in the form 
of monastic property. This appears also to have been the dominant 
motif in the history of the two branches of the family with which 
this study is concerned., namely the Palmers of Angmering., 
descendants of John Palmer,, the elder brother of Sir Henry and 
Sir Thomas, and the Palmers of Parham. Both branches gave 
outstanding service to the Crovin in the Elizabethan period at a 
time when many families were being draNm into the currents of 
aristocratic intrigue, and when staunch supporters of sufficient 
means and influence to be of significant use to the Queen in 
the shire were all too f ew. Indeed,, perusal of the county 
offices held during the reign by these two groups of Palmers 
shows beyond doubt that,, judged by ther esponsibilities vested in 
them by the Crown, not to mention the tenure by a representative 
of the family of a county seat in Parliament on two occasions 
during the reign, they were one of the small number of key 
families in the social structure of Elizabethan Sussex. Among 
those below noble status.. they may be compared with the Coverts 
or the Shirleys, and indeed,, it was from these three families 
that the countyls Deputy Lieutenants were drawn for the greater 
part of the reign. 
Palmer of Angmering. 
Certain lands in Angmering had been acquired by the Palmers 
by the marriage of Robert Palmer of Steyning to a daughter and 
coheiress of'Uilli= de Stopham, which lands were settled on 
himself and his heirs by 
.9 
indenture dated 1383-16 It was 
apparently Edward Palmer, Robertfs direct descendant of the 
fourth generation, and father of John Palmer, Sir Henry Palmer 
of Wingham and of Sir Thomas Palmer, who made Angmering his main 
place of residence before he died in 1516.18 His eldest son and 
heir, John Palmer of Angmering Esq., was aged 21 in 1516, At 
the Dissolution, the manor of West Angmering which had been the 
property of Syon monastery in Middlesex, was purchased by the 
Palmers., and Old Place, the manor house of the formerbailiff Of 
Syon monastery, appears to have been the residence of John PalmeP 
16. Elwes., 10-11. 
17. According to B&C.., loc. cit.., not a knight; cf. Elwes. 
18. Elwes loc-cite B&C.. qloc-, -cit. 19. Elwes, loc. cit; S. A. Cvxxi: ti- J-32. The manor of East Angmering 
passed from Henry--F-Ttzalan to the Parham branch of the Palmer 
familyp T. R. Eliz,, and was subsequently disposed of at the 
same time and to the same purchaser as was Parham. (Elwesj 
loc. cit. ). 
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(Palmer continued) 
John Palmer Esq. was rather less distinguished than his 
two younger military brothers, but he was twice Sheriff in 
Henry VIII's reign"and, like his broýlers, he also took part 
in the spoliation of the monasteries. It was possibly herho 
was appointed commissioner for the Dissolution of Boxgrove priory 
under the name of "William 2 Ealmier".. since 
there appears to be no 
contemporary of that name., and this may have some connection 
with the fact that one, Sir Thomas Palmer, tenant-at-will for 30 
acres in Halnaker, r"ý: l had dovecote at Boxgrove in 12 Elizabeth. 
Perhaps this was his son. 29 
Contrary to the legend reproduced in the D. N. B. that John 
]Palmer was hanged for beating Henry VIII at carTs--'Fe appears to 
have survived quite comfortably into ElizabethtsAe ign and to 
have died a natural death on the 7 January., 1563. He is known 
to have married twice., and by his first wife, Janep daughter of 
John or Thomas Hynde of London, he had a son John, of whom 
nothing appears to be known 2 aave 
that he died without issue., 
though at an uncertain date. "' It was,, however., the future Sir 
Thomas Palmer, - the son of John Palmer senior's second marriage, 
to Mary, daughter of William., Lord Sandys., - who succeeded him in 
1563 in the Angmering inheri A nee, and who was head of the senior 
line of the Palmers in 1580. (For the descent of Palmer of 
Parham, v. infra. ) 
VIhether armigerous. 
27 
Mentioned in 1570 Visitatiop 8 
(Palmers of Parham 
Also in the 1634 Visitationiý 
20. Nov.,, 1533 and Nov., 1543. P. R. O. Sheriffs. 
21. S. A. C., xvi, 155 n.; 1111,209. 
22. T. 77.2 xv$ 104. 
23. "T. =A. .s xixs 223- 14 $226. 24. B&U. sloc. cit; I. P. M.,, P. R. O... C. 142/137/50 and 
C. 142/140/ 
180; 6 Chayre; Feodary Surveys P. R. O. Wards 
9/1380 ff. 381b - 382b. 
25. Not mentioned in his fatherls will or I. P. M. where his 
half-brother, Thomaso appears as heir. But if he d. v, p. it 
is difficult to explain who was the John Palmer, J. P., 1559- 
166 (P. R. O. Assizess 35sS. E, Circuit. Sussexs1-8) unless these 
entries referred to the father whose death in 1563 had not 
been noticed. There is a gap in the Assize Rolls for 1563y 
and the entry for 1566 is marked I'mort"s so that only the 
1564 and 1565 references are unaccountable. 
26. B&C, sloc. cit. 27. Phillipso 9; H. C. MSSI C. 18 &- D. 11; B. M. Add MSO 17s065j, 
f. 8. For the origins of their arms, see S. A. C.., vi, 67. 
28. H. C. MSI C. 27. 
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Members of the family. 
Head of the family in 1580. 
29 
Sir Thomas Palmer., knt,,, of Angmering,, Sussex,, second 28 n 
of John Palmer Esq. of Angmering who died 7 Jan., 1563, 
and only son by his second wife, Mary, d. of William, Lord 
Sandys. 
31 
He succeeded his father as a minor of 20 yrs., 2 m... 27 days. 
He had been appointed by him to be sole executor and 
residuary legatee. 
2 33 
15710 M, P*, Susse2 Also in 1588. 
34 
15720 J. P. Sussex. 
1572-13,, Sheriff of Surrey & Sussex 
35 
12 August,, 1573, knightedý6 
June, 1585, Deputy Lieutenant of Sussex., in succession to 
his coug4n, Sir Thomas Palmer of Parham who died in 1582. 
(q, v. ). 
c. 1585,, Co=issioner for Musters# for disarming the Sussex 
recusants,, and for the restraint of grain. 36 
1585., took charge of the axmour of y-jilliam Shelley who was 
indictO, d-'. for treason* 
1587,, responsible for aq rvey of the Sussex coast in 
preparation for invasionl 
29. See note 25. 
30. See note 24. 
te 24. 31. See father's foodary Survey - no ? John' 32. Brown Villis, op. cit., iii. 84, gives the name as 
Palmer. The lTsE of M. P's for 1571 in the De Tabley 
MSS gives 'Thomas'. See also H. Brady; The Personnel of 
Parliament, 1571., (Univ. of Manchester M. 17EH-Ts-IsT-, 81- 
35. Ufricial Returns. 
34. P. H. O. Assizes, 735, S. E. Circuit, Sussex., 14. 
35. See Appendix 4. 
36. Shaw, 11,7,5. 
37. See Appendix 2. and notes on Palmer of Parham. 
38. B. M. Harl. MS... 474p ff. 80b, 90b and 92. 
39. S. A. C., lv, 98. 
40. 
'S. 
A. G. . lviii, 161. 
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May,, 1591., mentioned as a Deputy Lieutenant Sussex, but said to 
be residing mainly at Blackwall. Not named specifically after 
this. Only additional names given in lists of D. Lls. 
July., 1592., appoi ted a commissioner for the disarming of the 
Sussex recusants. 
22 'u 
1593p defor8ant in fine for Madehurst, and 1601-12 for 
Wiggenholt, 
Date of death unknown. No will or I. P. M,, 
He built 'New Place' in Angmering during Elizabethts reign. 
A considerable part survives. It is thought to have been a 
very large mansion. 44 
WiveS15 
Md. tvices- 
1) Mary,, d. of Sir Thomas Palmer of Parham. 
2) Alice -. Deforciant in fine with her husband in 1593 and 
1601-12. Bur. at Angmering.. 23 August,, 1606. 
46 Children. 
Of the first marriage: - 
Henry 
i ohn 
Bap, Angmering 13 May., 1565. Bur. 17 July., 1566. 
it It 15 Aug., 1566. Def. in 
11 
fine for Wiggen- 
holt, 1615. According to Jenyns., he either through' 
the VibloubneBboof his nature or dejected at his Fatherts 
misfortunes got acquaintance with the Gipsies and other 
wandering beggars, whichway of living he liked so well 
that he could never be 4ýersuaded 
to leave them but died 
at length among them", 
41. See Appendix 2. 
42,, B. M, Harl. MS. 70,3., f. 67b. 
43. B& Cojploc-cit- 
44. Elwess 
45. B&C. ploc-cit. 46. Ibid. 
47.7-o-nynsp 22. cit. lln. 
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(Children contd. ) 
Thomas Tater Sir Thomas Palmer. Bap. at Anqgring 11 Feb. 
1569.49 Possibly M, P. Arundel in 1586. ILI& P. Arund 
1601.1597 - end of reign at least, J. P Sussex. 
gýp 
Escheator of Sugey & Sussex 1599 and 160ý. 51 23 Dec., 
1606, knighted*5 He d. s. p. 
t3 
William Bap. at Angmering 9 Nov.., 1572. A captain in the Low 
Countries. 04 
Richard Bap. at Ansmering 4 Oct., 1574. 
Henry 22 Aug., 1576. 
Walter 
Dorothy 11 It ti 8 March, 1577. 
Of the second marriage: - None. 
Education. 
Universities. Inns of Court. 
Father Perhaps adm. Grayls Inns 
1562.55 
Sons ThomasjQueents Coll., Oxf.., Thomas, adm. yjýdle Temple, 
matr . 24 March. 1586,29 Oct. 0 1589. aged 17.56 
4B. Official Returns. He would have been only 17 years old 
in 1589., perhapg*too young. The M. P. could not have been 
his father$. (of. M. Morts The Personnel of the House Of 
Commons in 1601, (M. A. thesis, Univ. of LE-ndOnn-)s SOct-IIIP 
234) wh7was-knighted in 1573 (v. supra) while the M. P* 
was styled "Esq. " The future Sir Thomas Palmor of Parham., 
son of William (q. v. ) would have been only 12 -years old in 
1586. (B & C.., loc. cit. ) 
49. Official Returns. 
50. P. R. O. Assizes, -35 S. E. Circuit -44. Sussexp 39 
51. Wood, Escheators, 61. 
52, Shaw,, 11,, 141, 
53. Kimber and Johnson 1,, 206. 
54. Jenyns., qp. cit... Ji. 
55. Gray's I-n-n=missions., 31. 
56. Al-. 0x.,, iii., 1110. TBIT. -Idort., Joe. cit. ). 
57. -=mile Temple Admission p., J. 0 
go, -- 
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Marriages of children 
Henry Died in infancy. 
John 
Thomas Md. three times. -- (a) Margaret., d of SiE. John 
Parker who was son of Archbishop 
Lrker. (b) 
d. of Sir iles Sands, Imt. No issue of either 
marriage. 6'6 61 W. - 1111 am Md. Elizabeth, d. of Sir Thomas 14inot. Issue. 
Richard 
Henry Md. Elizabeth, d. of Edward Parker,, at Angmering. 9 8 Sept.., 1602. 
Walter 62 
Dorothy Md. Anthony Bustard Esq., 11 Feb., 1594 at Angmering. 
Subsidy assessments. 
(As of West Angmering., P61yng Hundredj, Arandel Rape). 
38 Henry VIII 
14 Elizabeth 
? Elizabeth 
(ii) 
John Palme rEsq. 
(Commissioner) 
Thomas Palmer Esq. 
(C ommis sioner) 
John Palmer Esq. 
Palmer of Parham. 
63 
in lands Z 40. 
A Z66 -. 
It It 65 Z66. 
The Parham. 9 or Pulborough, branch of the family was founded by Robert Palmer, younger brother of Edward Palmer of 
Angmering who died in 3516. (V. supra). 
58. B&C., loc. cit. 
59. Jenyns,, op. cit,., 11; Himber & Johnson,, op-c 206. 
60. Kimber & Johnson, loc, cit. 
61. Jenyns, op. cit,, 11. 
62. B&C., IoZ. cit; but Jenyns. loc. cit says Thomas Bastard 
Esq. of co. Oxon. 
63* -F. R. O.., E, 179/190/225. 64. P. R. O. 0 E. 179/196,283. 65. P. R. 0.0 E. 179/190/ý346. Year not given. 
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The property was held of the Crown by Westminster Abbey 
since before the Conquest., and, before the Dissolution, the 
manor and estate were found to form part of the endowments Of 
the Infirmary attached to the Abbey. After the Dissolutionp in 
1540p the manor was sold for Z1.225.6s. 5d. to Robert Palmers 
citizen and mercer,, to hold by th9,20th part of a knight's fee 
and a yearly payment of 2,6.12.4d. 00 
Only four years later, on 13 May, 1544, Robert Palmer 
died, leaving hs his heir the future Sir Thomas Palmer who 
remaiged head Of this branch of the family until his death in 
1582.7 He was aged 24 and more in 1544. It was this Sir 
Thomas Palmer who understook the enlargement and alteration 68 
of Parham, "one of the most important mansions in West Sussex". 
"Parham House". says Elwes, "occupies a site of ereat beauty at 
the foot of the South Dot= and in the midst of a picturesque 
park". 69 The present house is mainly Elizabethan., the South-. 
West and West fronts having been altered or added to very 
largely by Sir Thomas Palmer or his successor., Sir Thomas 
Bishopp. The North and East sides are older. The date 1583 
and the arms of the Queen and her motto on the wall at the upper 
end of the hall have led to the legend that Queen Elizabeth 
once dined in the new hall sitting beneath this spot. There is 
no authority for this, though she may possibly have visited 
Parham House in her progress to Cowdray in 1591.70 
According to Elwes, certain lands in East Angmering were 
sold by Henry Fitzalan., Earl of Arundel to the Palmers of Parham 
who subsequentlýlre-conveyed them when they sold Parhams to Sir 
Thomas Bishopp. 
Members of the family. 
Head of the family in 1580. 
Sir Thomas Palmer,, knt.., of Parham., eld. son and heir of 
Robert Palmer of Parham who died 13 May, 1544 (V. supra)o and 
of his first wifeO Bridget, d. and coheiress of John Wesse 
of Millington, Yorks, s and an alderman of London. 
79-- 
66. Elwes,, 164; S. A. C.., xxv.. l et seqq. 
67. Robert Palmer-T-swill, P. C. C. 12 Pynning; his I. P-. M.. q P-R-0--q 0,142/70/46. See B&C,, loc. cit. 
68. Elwes,, 164. See also H. M. C. 6th ort, 347-18., saying the 
foundation of Parham-w-a-571-F-O onTRah, 91577. The younger Thomas was there referred to as then 2-21- years old.. and was 
evidently the grandson of the Sir Thomas who died in 1582. 
(V. infra. ) 
69. Ibid., 9165. 70. =was,, 165. 
'71. Elwes., 10. 
72. B&C., loc. citI.,, and see note 67, 
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Succeeded his father aged 24 and more in 1544. 
1559- Jan., 1582, J. P. Su I ssex. 
73 Of the Quorum. 
1559-160j, Sheriff of Surrey & Sussex? 4 
1562-13,, reference by the bishop of Chichester and Henry 
Goring, Sheriff, in a letter to the Privy Council, to a 
"matter ýgtween the Earl of Northumberland and Sir Thomas 
ralmer". 
1564., apparently the "Sir Thomas Palmer of gadwode., kt",, 
described in the bishop's letter as a. J. P, of Viest Sussex who 
was a favour 9r of religion and godlyý orders,, but t1a faint 
furtherer". 7 
Nov,, 15ýý, listed as a Deputy Lieutenant of Sussex.. with 2 
others. 
1576., was cited by Bishop Curtis of Chichester for examination 
-with others for popery. later the bishop was charged for over- 
zealousness on7the petition of various gentlemen including Sir 
Thomas Palmer. 
He rebuilt Parham (V. supra)o 
14 April. 1582, died. Vill dt 24 Feb.., 1581., pr. 1582.79 I. P. U 
?0 
Vjivesýl 
Md. t*vlice: - 
1) Griselda.. d. of John Caryll, serjeant-at-law. (Also called 
Bridget). 
2) Catherine, d. of Sir Edward Stradling of St. Donatts2knt. 
Married before 1557. Living In 1582. 
73. P. R. O. Assizes, 35, S. E. Circuit, Sussex, 1-24. But not 
in 1560 or 1561 (nos. 2& 3). 
74. See Appendix 4. 
75. H. M. C. Hatfield MSS 1.9268., 276. 
76. Camden t1isc,., ix. i. -, For the fact of his residence at Good- 
ý! _ W-1p 
wood eaFly in the reign, see also H. M. C. 13th Report., iv., 215. 
77. See Appendix 2. This could only have been Sir Thomas of 
Parham. His cousinjSir Thomas of Angmering, was not knigh- 
ted until 1573. References to a Sir Thomas Palmer as D. L. 
after 1585 cannot, however,, have applied to Sir Thomas Of 
Parham who died in 1582, but must have meant Sir Thomas of 
Angmering (q, v. ) 
78. S. A. C. Oxviis8l. & C.. V I 790 Oc*cit.; P. C. C. 18 Tirwhite. 800 1. P. M: pZlt. 7 June., 1582 (P. R. O. C. 142/197/60)e 
81. &C sloc. cit. 
I. 
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Children. 82 
a his first wife: - 
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Mary 
Elizabeth 
Dorothy Bap. at Parham, 1 July, 1548. 
By his second wife: - 
nIx William' later of Parham Esq. Aged 28 in 1582 when he 
succeeded his father. Died at Parham 24 Dec. 0 1586. Will dt 23 Dec.. 9 pr. - 1586-84 Admon, 5 Apr. 1592. J: p. L. 1.85 
Education. 
Universities. Inns of Court. 
Father 
S on 
jilarriages of childrený6 
Of the first marriage: - 
I Llary Md. as his Ist wife, Sir Thomas Palmer of Angmering,, 
son of John Palmer of Angmering Esq. (q. v. ) Issue. 
Elizabeth Md. John leeds of Steyning, a recusant87 Issue, 
Dorothy Md. Henry Roberts of Nash in Steyning. Issue. 
Of the second marriaae: - 
William 11d. Elizabeth, sole d,, aiad h. of Hugh Verney of Fair- 
field in Stoke Caurcy, Somerset. Issue including the 
future Sir Thomas Palmer., their s. and h.., ared 12 in., 
1586, who sold Parham to Sir Thomas B18hopp in c. 1597. 
He md. a daughter of John Mallet Esq. "There happened 
82. Ibid. 
83. =ven as "John" by Jenyns,, 11,, and Himber & Johnson, i, 206. 
84. P. C. C. 2 Spencer. 
85. P. M. # C. 142/214/234. 86. B&C., loc. cit. 
87. S. A. C.., II-v-., 7T--15,, though here Elizabeth is mistakenly given 
as the daughter of Sir Thomas Palmer of Angmering. 
88. S. A. C., xxiii. 164. For the projected re-marriage of Eliza- B-eIH- after William's death., to the Puritan, Sir William 
Bowes,, see TI. M. C. 6th Report, 345-6. The marriage did not 
take place 
89. B&C.,, loc: cit. 
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no small difference (which some still remember) between 
this Sir Thomas and his lady and thereupon he becoming 
careless sold most part of his Sussex land and at last 
his House and park of Parham to the family of the 
Bishops who still dwell there. He went envoye into 
Spain where he dyed so that from an estate of above 
Z4,000 he left not to his posterity quite L2,000 per 
annum.. but this they at present enjoy., part of it being 
in Sussex and in Somersetshire the rest. 1190 Left a so al 
Peregrine Palmer of Fairfield, Somersetshire, a mi r. 
Feodary Survey dated 3 Nov.. 3 James 1.92 1. p. tj. 
BE 
Subsidy_ assessments. 
(As of Parham., Hundred of Esewrith, Arundel Rape). 
38 Henry VIII Thomas Palmer Esq. in lands L42 
?4 
(As of Ryvere Tithing, Hundred of Rotherbridge, Arundel Rape). 
? Elizabeth Sir Thomas Palmer.. knt. in lands Z66? 5 
90. Jenyns, op. cit., 12. 
91. Ibid. 
92. P. -R. 0. j, Wards 5/43,, Pt. 1. 93. P. R. O.., C 142/295/55; and S. R. S., xiv., 176. 
94. P. R. O. 0 E: 179/196/, 225. 95. P. R. O.. j E*179/196/346. Evidently before 1563 since John Palmer Esq. of Angmering also appears on this 
Subsidy Roll. (V. supra). Perhaps Sir Thomas Palmer of 
Parham was residing at 'Ryverel while his house at 
Parham was under construction. In the bishopts, letter 
of 1564,, he is ? of Goodwood'. (V. supra). 
PARKER. 
Origins. 
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According to Burke, "The family of Parker was of great 
antiquity in the county of Sussex, and its progenitor4 
Parker of Bexley is mentioned in/aeed of 12 Edward I. , 
ýeoffrey 
a 
The genealogy of this family is given in Berry and Comber 
from this Geoffrey onwards, accompanied by a note that, "This 
pedigree down to Sir Thomas Parker was testified byWilliam 
Camden,, Clarencieux. 112 According to this, the Parker family 
remained at Bexley in Sussex, until the time of Geoffrey's 
great grandson, John Parker., who is described as 'tof Lewes 
and possibly the plaintiff for lands in Ringmer in 1433 and 
1436. It seems likely that he was the M. P. Lewes in 1417.5 
and the individual who appears in the list of Sussex Sentry, 
dated 1434. It may also have been he, or his son of the same 
name,, who was M. P. for Uwes in 1453.5 One of the family is 
known to have fought at Agincourt. 6 In 145 017 the Parkers Nvere 
among the Sussex supporters of Cadets rising. 
According to Berry and Combers John Parker, Geoffreyts 
great-grandson, married Alice, daughter and heiress of Richard 
Rakeley of Ratton in the parish of Willingdon, and from then 
onwards the Parkers are described as "of Ratton". At this 
period,, they became closely connected with the Thatchers of 
Ringmer. 8 The great-grandson of John and Alice was also a John 
Parker, of Ratton Esq.. 9 who became Deputy and Lieutenant to 
George Bullen, Lord Rochf ord,, who was Lord Warden of the Cinque 
Ports early in the 16th century. He died on 9 Nov., 1557. 
(V. infra). 
This John Parker had married twices first, Jane, daughter 
of Sir Richard Sackville of Buckhurst, and sister of the future 
Lord Buckhurst. She died on 6 Nov., 1543. By her he had a son 
and a daughter, Elizabeth, who married Sir Edward Gage.. knt., 
of Firle, who died in 1567.10 The son was the future Thomas 
Parker Esq. of Ratton who died in 1580. (V. infra). 
1. 
2. 
5. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 
10. 
J. B. Burke. - Extinct and Dormant Baronetcies, (1838), 400. 
B&C.., 12. 
S. A. C., xxxi, 119; Official Returns. 
S. A. C.., Xxxix, 103. 
S. A. C.. xxxii. 153: Official Returns. 
S. A. C.., xv,, 129. 
B&0 loc. cit; Comber 
Burke., loc. cit'. 
Ibid. j, B -& C.,,: Loc. cit. 
(lewes) 286. 
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By his second wife, Jane, daughter of Richard Parnefold 
of Wickham., relict of Richard de la Chambre,, John 
It 
Parker had 
two sons, Edward and Thomas., who is described as of WIllingdon" 
Through them the Parkers became connected with two viell- 
established Sussex families, the Palmers and the Selwyns, 
Edviard,. -'s daughter, Elizabeth, marrying Henry Palmer Esq., 
younger son of Sir Thomas Palmer of Angmering,, (q. v. )., and 
Thomas Parker of Willingdon marrying Elizabeth ii daughter and 
coheiress of Thomas Selwyn of Friston in 1596. 
Ratton is situated in the parish of VUllingdon in the 
Rape of Pevensey, between Lewes and Eastbourne. 'While Villingdon 
village overlooks Pevensey Bay, the house is one a slope of the 
Downs overlooking the Tleald, but practically nothing of the 
ancient structure remains except the gatehouse. In V? illingdon 
church are numerous monumental inscriptions to members of the 
Parker family. In 10 Elizabeth, the manor of VUllin V on itself 
was granted by the Queen to Thomas,, Lord Buckhurst. 
Vlhether armigerous. 
Their coat of arig appears to have been derived from that of 
the Etchinghams. 
14 15 mentioned in the 1570 Visitation. Also in that of 1634. 
lAembers of the f amily. 
Head of the family in 1580. 
Thomas Parker of Ratton Esq., eld.. son and heir ofljohn 
Parker Esq., of the same, who died on 9 Nov. 01557y and of Jane,, d. of Sir Richard Sackville of Buckhurst. 
Aged 30 or more at his father's death. Mentioned in his 
father's will. 
11. Burke, loc. cit; B &. C.., loc. cit; S. A. C,., xjv, l22. 
12. H ors *f iel-d,. 1., 2 88- 19 0. 
13. S. A. C. jvip62. 14. Ph=ips$8; H. C. MSSO G. 18 and D. 11. (A note inMS D. 11 
says that John Parker, father of Thomas., was granted a 
coat of arms by the Garter King of Arms in 2 and 3 Philip 
and Mary. But the family appears to have been armigercrus 
before thatt see S. A. C. jxvj, 129, for example. ) 
15. H. C. IýISO C. 27. 
16. I. P. M.., P. R. O. j, C. 142/114/25. Ikillp 
P. C. C. 31 Noodes. 
(Parker contimed) 
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17 M, P. for East Grinstead., 1558. 
J. P. Sussex, 1560-1564, and 1569 and 157018 
1564, in the bishopts letter., described as a J. P. but a 
misliker of religion and godly proceedings . 
19 
16 April, 1580, died. M. I. at Willingdone 
20 
Wife. 21 
Ellenor., d. of WilliamWaller of Groombridge, Kent, Esq. 
She died 26 Feb.. j 1598. 
Children. 22 
Nicholas Later Sir Nicholas Parker, knt., of Ratton. 
Born, 1547. A notable military commander. 
Served in the Low Countr is s and was knighted by 
Lord V-illoughby in 1588. J. P. Su, ýqex, 1580-1602, 
except for the years 1587 and 1594.11 Usually of 
the Quorum. Mentioned in an undt. 1AS in the State 
Papers, perhaps of 1583, as one of the J. P's of 
Sussex who were t1suspect or week and followers 
only of those noblemen" who were dangerous in the 
county. 1t25 In the report on the J. Pts of Sussex 
in 1587, was described as normally a J. P. for 
Pevensey Rape but at that time Sheriff, and as one "who hath his wyff's mother in his hows%, a 
recusant., and is now come to Lewse to dwell., 11 so 
that another appointment should be made. 6 But 
in July., 1592., was appointed a Commissioner for 
disarming the recusants In Sussex. 27.1586-17 
17** Official Returns. 
18. P. R. O. AssiFe--s, 35,, S. E. Circuit., Sussex., 2.6, and 11 & 12; 
but the last twor eferences may refer to his half-brother,, (v. supra). in view of the uncertainty, the half-brother 
has not been biographed. 
19. Camden Misc., ix, 10. 
20. B&C0 . loc-ocit. 21* Ibid. 
22. B&C.., Ioc. cit; and Burke, loc. cit. 
23. D. N. B.., sub "sir Nicholas Parker"* for details of his 
mill"fary career, though his brother, John., became captain 
of Pendennis Castle'in 1601. 
24. P. R. O. Assize. sp35.. S. E. Circuit., Sussex., 22-44. 
25. P. R. O. 0 S. P. 12ý165., no. 22. 26. S. A. C.. Vii. P59. 27. B. M. Add. MSp5, q702., f. l96; and B. M. Harl. MS., 703., f. 67b. 
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and 1593-14, Sheriff of Surrey and Sussex. 
28 
1597, m. r. for sussex. 29 1591., known to have 30 
been at that time a Deputy Lieutenant for Sussex. 
1598., became Deputy Lieutenanýlfor Cornwallq and 
Governor of Pendennis Castle. 1609., became a 
trustee for certaAn lands of the Gage family who 
were recirsants 34 1616., gave a large bell to 
Villingdon Churýh. -33 9 March., 12JO, died aged 
73. M. I. at 77illingdon. I. P. M. V; ill. 35 
J ohn later Sir John Parker, knt. Knighted 1603.36 
Had been appointed a Gentleman Pensioner to Queen 
0" 1594, granted the office of filing, Elizabeth. 
keeping and registeriný. Bills., Answers and 
pleadings in Chancery. t"-' M. F. Hastings., 1588,39 
Truro, 1593; Launceston, 1601; East Looe, 1604-111. 
Colonel of foot in 1 James I and captain of Een- 
f 4 dennis Castle, Cornwall by Patent for li e. 
Died 15 Oct., 1617., aged 70. 
A daughter Died in infancy. 
Education. 
Universities. Inns of Court. 
Father 
Sons Perhaps Nicholas, B. A. Oxon... 
9 Feb lb7b; LI. T. 26 June, 41 1578. 
Perhaps John, B A. Oxon,., 
28 Peb. 
'9=0.4ý 
28. See Appendix 4. 
29. See Appendix 3. 
30. See Appendix 2. 
31 0 D. N. B.; H. M. C. Hatfield MSS, xiii., passim. 
32: PC,: S-7r. 0-0 iv ii 10 15 5. 
33 S. ýA. 2cv 1., 189 . 34 P. R. O': $ C. 142/380/124. 35: F. C. C. 25 Soame. 
36. cz Shaw, 11,102. 37. P. R. O... C. 407/20. See E. Trafford: Personnel of the 
4-1 Parliament of 1593, (London, MI. A. th-e-sI-ST, --S-e-c-E-III, 284. 
38 Trafford. loc. cit.., ex Pink LISS. 
39 ., c. )ITrafford, loc. ei't.; M. Mort: Personnel of the House of Commons in 1601, (Univ. of L-o-ndon bi. A. thesis), 236. 
40. Burke, --loc. cIt. 
41. Al. Ox. iii, 1115. 
42.11-. Ox., 111., 1114. 
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43 
J, jarriages of children. 
Nicholas md. four times: - (a) Jane, d, of SirUilliarA Courtenay of Powderham, Devon, knt., and relict 
of Francis., 4th son of Sir Anthony Browne, and 
brother of Sir Anthony Browne,, Viscount Monta- 
gue. No issue. (b) Elizabeth, d. of John Baker 
Esq. No issue. (c) Katherine , d. of Sir John . Temple of Stow,, Bucks... bart.., Issue, of whom 
the eldest son,, Sir Thomas Parker, was Deputy 
Lieutenant for Sussex at the beginning 21 the 
Civil War and a strong Parliamentarian, and 
the 4th son, Henry, was q scholar., writer and 
notable Parliamentarian. 45 (d) Avis., relict of 
Erisey, and mother of James E isey who B 
commanded the White Lion under 1585 rake 12 6 and fought against the Armada in 1588. 
J ohn 47 Unmd. 
- daughter Died in infancy. 
Subsidy assessments. 
(As of Willingdon., Hundred of Willingdon, Fevensey Rape. ) 
38 Henry VIII John Parker Esq. in lands Z6618 
(Commissioner) 
2 Elizabeth Thomas Parker Esq. L3019 
(Commissioner) 
14 Elizabeth it 50 Thomas Parker Esq. L300 
18 Elizabeth Thomas Parker Esa. It It a0ý1 
1-2 Charles I Sir Thomas Parker., knt. t, 15 ý2 
(As of Hundred of Eastbourne, Pevensey Rape) 53 
14 Charles I Thomas Parker. gent. in lands Z2. - 
43. B&G.., Ioc. cit; Burke, loc. cit. 
44. S. A. C.., xiv, 101; v, 35 &-7IU2--7r3; lix., 118; xl, 2,5,7,22. 
45. D. N. B".; Horsfield. i., 288 et seqq. 
46. S. A. C:., Ixxv. 183. 
47. H. R. Mosset The Monumental Effigies of Sussex, (Hove.. 
1928)0 161. 
48. P. R. O.., E. 179/190 /225. 
49. P. R. O. 0 E, 179 196/265. 50. P. R. O... E. 179 196/283. 
51. P. R. O. 0 E. 179 190/298. 52. P. R. O. s E. 179 191/377a. 
-Th 
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Oriains. 
The early pedigree of the Sussex Pelhams has been the 
subject of much learned conjecture and controversy most of 
, which is beyond the scope of this study., but since some 
legends about the early history of the family are very 
persistent, it is important to show where present authorities 
draw the line between what is and is not proven. 
Ferhaps the most important contribution to the subject 
in later years was an article b7 Dr. L. F. Salzman entitled 
"The Early Heraldry of Pelham". -L This article was taken by 
Comber as the basis of his account of the Pelham pedigree in 
early generations, an account which differs considerably in 
detail 
2 and 
length from earlier versions, including that of 
Berry. One of the main sources of confusion on the subject 
was a work of Lir. M. A. Lower, an otherwise reputable nineteenth 
century Sussex antiquary., published in 1873 with the title of 
"Historical and General Notices of the Family 
11 
oJ Pelham". In 
this, as in his "Notes on Old Sussex Families and his "The 4 Norman Origin of the Family of Pelham", 11r. Laver indulged 
in some far-reaching speculations to the effect that the 
Pelhams were originally a Norman family but, on settling in 
England at or shortly after the Conquest, adopted their name 
and acquired lands in Hertfordshire in the neighbourhood of 
the three adjacent parishes there of Brent-Pelhams Stocking- 
Pelham and Pelham-Furneaux. From there, he asserted, at the 
very beginning of the 14th century, a branch of the family 
moved to Sussex, and from this descended all the later Sussex 
Pelhams whose history Mr. Lower then proceeded to unfold. It 
is unnecessary to recapitulate the story here. Dr. Salzman's 
verdict on Lower's "Historical Nopices" as "The worst piece of 
work he ever did" should suffice. 0 "The greater part of it".. 
says Dr. Salzman, is taken bodily from Collins? 'Baronaget and 
the additions and the earlier history of the family are 
fantastic., as was pointed out by III. Smith Ellis in the 'Genea- 
logist' (iv. 222-15) though Mr. Ellis himself unfortunately went 
on to indulge in even wilder guesswork. " Some of thds guess- 
viork appears in an article in the Sussex Archaeological 
Collections . 
6and the resulting pedigree is appreciably longer 
than that of Dr. Salzman's article., based on well authenticated 
facts. 
1 S-A-C.., lxix, 953 et seqq. 2: C=ome., r., 205 et seqq; Berry. 313 et seqq. 
3. S. A. C.., xxiv, 5 et seqq. 
4. S. A. C., xxiv., 183 et seqq. 
5. b. A. 0: , lXix.. 53. 6. 
-, xxxvii, 
31 et seqq. 
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Neither Dr. Salzman, nor Comber who relied on him, traces 
the pedigree any further back than the parents of the John 
Pelham., or John de Pelham, who was made Constable of Pevensey 
Castle by John of Gaunt in 1393., who was knighted by Henry IV 
at the time of his coronation and appointed by that king as his 
sword-bearer for life and eventually as one of his execýtors., 7 
and who died in February, 1429. It is in discussing the parentage 
of this Sir John de Pelham., that Dr. Salzman lays one of the most 
persistent myths connected with this family, or, as he describes 
it., "possibly the most famous genealogical tradition in Sussex 
history". This tradition first appearing in the Herald Philipot's- 
pedigree in the early seventeenth century, later adopted by Collins 
and subsequently by Lower, relates to a person described by Mr. 
Lower as "of great eminence in the reign of Edward III"., -a Sir 
John de Pelham,, supposed to have been the father of the Sir John 
who was Constable of Pevensey Castle from 1393.9 who.. with Roger 
la Viarr, captured King John of France at the Battle of Poitiers in 
1356. As a forfeit, the King of France is supposed to have given 
the crampet of his scabbard to la Warr., and the buckle of his belt 
to Pelham, both of whom were soon afterwards knighted. To this 
alleged incident Lower traces the origin of the famous Pelham 
Buckle, a family device which appears alone or with armorial 
bearings from at least 1408 onwards. 8 on the stonework of ten. 
Sussex churches, at Robertsbridge Abbey., in Laughton Place and on 
iron fire-backs and other objects scattered about the county. 
However., as Dr. Salzman has pointed out, not only was this 
incident not mentioned by Froissart or any other contemporary 
chroniclerp or indeed any writer before Philipot who produced his 
pedigree in 1632, but there was not., so far as the records go,, 
any Sir John Pelham eminent as a warrior living at that time, 
unless it were the John de Pelham., "chivaler" accused of assault 
against John de Grey, clerk, at Balcham, Cambridgeshire., in August., 
1356. p the month before Poitiers. But this individual, as Dr. Salzman shows, was probably a Cambridgeshire man who served on 
various commissions in that county from 1350 to 1354 and from 1357 
to 1359, and was a surveyor of weights and measures in Cambridge- 
shire in 1350, - not directly connected with the Sussex Pelhams 
at all, but at most a collateral ancestor. 
The legendary knight having been dismissed as the father 
of Sir John de, Pelham who died in 1429., Dr. Salzman shows that 
his real parents were Thomas Pelham and Agnes Gensyngp and that 
he was-born in about 1355. Thomas Pelham had lands in Sussexp 
being deforciant in fine for lands in Hurstmonceux in 1348., 9 VZartling in 1375, and for property in Hoo and elsewhere in 1385, 
S. A. C.,, Ixix, 55. 
Uom5-er. (T-awes)., 203. 
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His son.. the Constable of Pevensey Castle and Henry IVIS 
sviord-bearer., had the lease of the manor of jaughton and of 
the HyRdred of Shiplake from Maud, Countess of Oxford in 
1401. -&-%w 
Laughton has been described as the earliest considerable 
estate and residence of the family.. lland the estate was 
practically ce-extensive with te parish in the Hundred of 
Shiplake to the East of Levies .1 This property descended in the male line to Sir William Fplham who was great-grandson to 
the Sir John who died in 1429-Lý5 and who finished the building 
of Tau. Ghton Place in 1534.. which mansion he apparently intended 
to be the principal seat of the Sussex Pelhams. 14 Sir William, 
however, survived the completion of this residence for four 
years only., and laughton Place was subsequently abandoned in 
favour of another residence a few miles away, completed in 1595, 
Halland Place, 
5on 
the borders of the parishes of Laughton and 
East Hoathly. -Like Laughton Place, the 
"sumyýýous mansion of 
Halland" survives only in part as a farmhouse. Lands called 
Halland were bought by Sir Nicholas Pelham., eldest son and heir 
of Sir Vi"illian Pelham in 4 and 5 Philip and 11ary. 
17 
Apart from laughton, the Pelhams were considerable 
landowners before the 16th century-18 Some time before he died 
in February,, 1429, Sir John Pelham acquired the Lordship of the 
Rape of Hastings for, by deed dated 17 June., 1428., he granted 
this to his son. 
ig It appears however, that the Castle and 
Honour were granted sometime in the reign of Henry VI to a 
Sir Thomas Hoo., later created Baron Hastings, and that in 1 
Edward IV, the Castle and Honour were conveyed by Baron Hastings' 
feoffees to one, William Hastings, with whose descendants they 
continued until 1591 when they were purchased by the Pelhams. 
20 
From the time of Sir John Pelham., Henry IVts sword-bearer., 
onwards, the Pelhams were holders of many offices under the 
Grovin. He himself and his heirs male viere Constables of 
Pevensey Castle, and he was a Privy Councillor in Henry V's 
10. Ibid.., 204. 
11. S. A. C., xxiv, 6-7. 
12. ffo-rsfield,, i, 351; W. Camden: Brittanial (1806), 10295. 
13. Comber.. (Lewes)., 203-16; S. A. C.., 1xix., 65 et seqq. 
14. S. A. C. jiii., 
228; vii., 66 -eT -seqq. 
15. S. A. C. $vii$70. 16. S. A. C.,, xxiv,, 6. 
17. Ho-r--sYield., i.. 358. 
18. Horsfieldi., 184,433; S. A. C.,, iii,, 221; Comber., (Lewes), 
203 et seqq. 
19. Comber,, (Levies), 204. 
20. S. A. C.., xiii.. 140; S. A. C.., ii., 161 et seqq; V. C. H. Sussex, ix.. 3- 
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reign and an ambassador in France. His son was Chamberlain 
of the Household to Henry Vfs Queen, Catherine., and his wife 
was her maid-of-honour. Many members of this family were 
sheriffs in the 15th century and from 1R9 onwards they frequently sat in the House of Commons. 
In the Elizabethan period., there were three main 
branches of the Sussex Pelhams, each of Which contributed to the ranks of the main county office-holders of the time. 
They were the Pelhams of Halland in Laughton., or simply of 
laughton, the Pelhams of Hastings, and the Pelhams of Buck- 
sted and later of Michaelham. All of these were descended 
from Thomas Pelham who died in 1516., and who was the third 
son of Sir John Pelham, Chamberlain of the Household to 22 
Queen Catherine, consort of Henry V. who had died c. 1471. 
Thomas.. though the third son., was the only one with male 
issue, and it was therefore througg his line that the bulk 
of the Pelham propert7 descended. He was succeeded by 
his third son., Sir 7-Cilliam Pelham., who was responsible for 
the býjlding of Laughton Place and whose will was proved in 
1538. This Sir William married twice, and from these two 
marriages descended two different lines of the Sussex Pelhams, 
those Of Laughton., and those of Hastings. By his first wife., 
Mary, daughter of Sir Richard Carew. 9 Sir Vjilliam 
had t%vo 
sons., the elder of whom, the future Sir Nicholas Pelham, 
succeeded him and was the owner of Laughton Park and of the 
Halland property at the accession of Elizabeth. He died on 
15 September., 1560.25 
Sir Nicholas had distinguished himself in 1545 when 
he led a force which repelled an invading French detachment 
at Seaford,, and the incident is-co=emmorated in verse on 
his monumental inscription at St. Michael's in Lewes. 26 He 
was Sheriff of Surrey and Sussg in 3 Edivard VI, 27 M,. p. for 
Arundel between 1547 and 1552 and f or the county in 
January.. 1558.29 He was a J, F. for Sussex, 1559 - 1561.30 
It, '. *. -was he who owned laughton Park at the time of the 
unfortunate poaching escapade of a party of high-spirited 
young men including Thomas Fiennes, Lord Dacre, which led 
21. Comber., (Levies).. 203 et seqq; S. A. C.., xxx., 194-16. 
22. Comber., (I-ewes)., 205 et seqq. 
23. V. C. H. 
_, 
Sussex ix. 79, 
24. Comber., (Lewes5.9206ý/& v. supra,,, 
25. I. P. M., vP. R. O., C. 14 131/169.9 S. R. S. ,x iv,, 181. 26. S. A. C.,, vii., 88 
=R.., Sherifis. 27. P 7- 
28. S. A. C 0=iip1579; Official Returns. 
29. S=. A. : SxxxIi.. l'65; OfficiaI7 -iieturns. 
30. F-. R. U. Assizes., 35., -- 6. E. (;, rcujt. sex.. 1-3. He died in Sept. 11560, (See note 25). 
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to the death of a game-keeper on the Laughton property., and 
so to the arrest, trial and execution of that young peer. 31 
By his wife, Anne, daughter of John Sackville of Buckhurst 
and aunt of the future Lord Buckhurst., the son of Sir Richard 
Sackville, (q. v. ), Sir Nicholas Pelham had six sons and two 
daughters. He was succeeded by his eldest son., Sir John 
Pelham who died in 1580 and who therefore counts as the head 
of the family at that date. (V. infra). Sir John's heir, 
Oliver Ia minor, died in 1585, and the Pelham estates passed to Sir John's next brother, Sir Thomas Pelham, who held many 
important county offices under Elizabeth. Sir Thomas' family 
is therefore also examined here but is not made use of for 
statistical tables relating to the size and composition of the 
1560 families, or their education. -. His I. P. M. and the subsidy 
assessment for 1-2 Charles I are., however, brought into the 
tables on economic trends, and matters o5 county significance 
relating to his family are referred to. 3 
The Pelhams of Hastings descended from Sir Vjilliam 
Pelham of Laughton who died c. 1538, by his second wife., Mary,, 
daughter of William., Lord Sands of Hampshire,, K. G. p Lord Chamberlain to Henry VIII. There were three sons of this 
marriage, two of whom, Sir William, the eldesto and Sir Edmund, 
the third, became prominent lawyers. Sir; 4"illiam became 
justiciar of Ireland and held other important offices as Master 
of the Ordnance, Field Marshal and Privy Councilloro and died 
at Flushing in 1587.33 Sir Edmund,, or sometimes Edward., the 
third son., who resided at Hastings and was for some years during 
Elizabeth's reign a J. P. of the Quorum.. appears in this study 
as the head of an office-holding branch of the family in 1580 
(V. infra). 
The third group of Sussex Pelhams in the Elizabethan period 
were those of Bucksted., or Buckstepe., and later of Michaelham. 
They were descended from Anthony, fourth son of Thomas Pelham 
who died in 1516, and younger brother of Sir William Pelham Of 
Iaughton. This Anthony Pejlýam Esq. is described as of Bucksted 
or Buckstepe in Vlarbleton. 0'* Warbleton village lies about six 
miles to the North East of Laughton. The manor of Hendall in 
'31. S. A. C. . 0tillO 
17 0- 19. 
32. To-=eppendices 20 & 26. 
.A 3,3. Comber., (Lewes)., 206-17. 
34. S. A. C,,, ix., 220-11; Comber, (Lewes),, 210. 
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Bucksted there had come into the possession of the Pelhams., 
perhaps by marriage with an heiress of the Vjiston family 
who had formerly owned it, and was the residen 095 of a branch 
of the Pelham family early in the 16th century. Thom-as 
Pelham who died in 1516., before he inherited the Laughton 
estate from his brother was of Hendall, and after his death 
the Bucksted property went to his youngest son, Anthony. 
36 
In 1857 it was said that the old mansion of Hendall still 
retained some of its Elizabethan characteristics and that 
there were at that time still traces of underground passages 
from the house. 37 
Anthony Pelham was Sheriff of Surrey and Sussex in 
the last year of his life, from November, 1565 on, his 
account ag. Sheriff being rendered after his death by his 
executor. He died on 22 November, 1566, leaving as his 
son and heir, Herbert, then aged 20 years old. 39 This Herbert, 
later of Michaelham., was to be a J. P. and twice Sheriff of 
the county during ElizabethIs reign, and was head of this 
branch of the Pelham family in 1580. 
Whether armigerous. 
40 
The Pelhams were an armigerous family from an early date. 
Named in the 1411 list of Sussex gentry. 41 
it 11 Richard Turpeyn., the Windsor HeraldIs version of 
the 1570 Visitation of Sussex. A9 43 Named in the 1634 Visitation of Sussex. Also in that of 
1662.44- 
35. S. A. C. , loc. cit. 36. . and S. A. C., xxiv, 200n. 
37. 1.., Too: 71. " 38. Sheriffs. F-. -R. O: 
39. S. A. O.., ix.. 1&2U-Tl. 
40. S. A. C. lixix, 53 et seqq. 41. S. A. C. sxxxixl 101. 42. B. bl. Wdd. MS., 17., 065. f. 6. 
43. H. C. MS., C. 27. 
44. S. A. C. pxxxixv 124. 
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Pelham of Liughton. 
Members pf the family. 
Head of the family in 1580. 
Sir John Pelham, eld. son and heir of Sir Nicholas 
Pelham., knt... of Halland in Laughton who was j 
Sussex, 1559-1561,, 45 and who died 15 Sept.., 156; 
p46 
.9 and of Anne., d. of Sir John Sackville of Buckh3jrst. 
1564., in bishopts let r as no Justice but a favourer 
of godly proceedings. 
1565 - Jan,, 1581., j., P. Sussex. 
48 lat6lY Of the Quorum. 
c. 1569., as lord of Laughton manor, took part in the 
Dicker dispute against Anthony Smyth, the Crown's tenant; 
prolonged litigation followed which continued until John 
Pelham's death, beGinning in the Court Of the Duchy of 
Lancaster and subsequently being twice brought before 
the Star Chamber. As a resultp Pelham was committed to 
the Fleet at least twice, possibly four timesj, and the 
struggle continued after his death, ending in a with- 
drawal of the Queenfs claim* Many local People were 
involved., includinG the Judge., Sir John JOfferay., who 
took the part of Pelham. 49 
50 
1571., Ll. p. Sussex. 
1571-12, Sheriff of Surrey & Sussexýl 
A pril., 1572p became involved in the dispute between 
Lord Buckhurst and George and Henry Goring., (q. v. ), 
concerning the right to fell timber on Balneth manor 
near Lewes. relham. 9 then Sheriff, took the part Of George 
Goring against Backhurst. 52 
45. See note 30. 
46. See note 25. 
47. Camden Misc-s ixi 10-11- 
48. PoReO. A es,, 35, p S. E. Circuit, Sussex., 7-23. ("Alort" 
in 1581., - no. 23; missing from 1572 li-St., no. 14). 49. S. A. C., xivs234-15; B. 1d. Add., ýJS..,. 33,, 187., ff. 134 et seqq. R-6-f. -to his having been in the Fleet 4 times., f. 279-180. 
(See Pt. iii., ch. 2 of this thesis. ) 
50. Browne Williss op. cit,.., iii., 84. 
51. See AppendiaX 4, 
52. B. M. Add. IIIS. 133., 0840 ff. 12 & 14. (See also Pt. iii 
of this thesis. ) j, ch. 2 
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1575, knighted? 3 54 
c. 1574, owned 2 forges &a furnace in Sussex. 
c. 1579, took part in the attack on Ed=nd Curtis, Vicar of 
Cuckfield, ýoining up in this dispute with Henry Bowyer of 
Cuckfield. q. v. ). 55 
12 Nov,,.. 1580., died. I. p. 1.,. 56 V,, 11ý7 
V. -A"if e. 
Judith 6 d. of Oliver, Lord St. John of Bletso. Her will pr., 1607.5 
Children. 
Oliver A few months old at father's death? 
9 Died, 158590 
Succeeded by his uncle., Sir Thomas Felham. 9 though his ovin mother had a life interest in certain 
Pelham lands. 61 
Heir to the lauEhton estates therefore v; as.: - 
Sir Thomas Pelham., later bart., 2nd s. of Sir Nicholas 
Pelham of Laughton and younger brother of Sir John Pelham 
Of the same who died, Nov., 1580. (V. supra). Succeeded his 
nephew., Oliver, in 1585. 
J. P. Sussex,, 1565 - 1590 and 1595 - end of reign at least92 
1587 in the certificate concerning the Sussex j. p1s, was 
described as a J. P. of Pevensey Rape who was a "good ýUstice 
as well in respect of religion as of the Go=nynviealth' - 
But., "Mr. Pellam is full of infir so that it was thought r 
new appointments should be made. 6Wytytt" 
1586p M. P. for Sussex. 64 
53. Shaw., 11,, 75. 
54. See Appendix 29. 
55. S. A. C., xliv, 16. 
56. P. R. O., C. 142/195/119. 
57. F. ý. C. 46 Arundell; S. N. Q.., iiij, 90. 
58. Comber., (Lewes).. 207-; V-. C-. H.., Su ix., 79. 
590 V, C, H,, l6c. cit, 
60.162; P. R. O.., C. 142/206/24. 
61. V. C. H. p 
loc-cit$ G. E. C., Complete Baronetage., i., 1611-25., 
G=U-. 
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1588, assessed at L100 for the Armada Loan, the highest 
rate with 14 others. 65 
1589,, Sheriff of Surrey and Sussex. 66 
3 June., 1601, added to the existing number of Deputy 
Lieutenants for Sussex, with Sir Robert Sackvillej Sir 
Thomas Shirley being dropped. 67 
68 
1611, cr. a baronet. 
He left Laughton for Halland Place which he compl6ted in 
1595.69 He purchased the Rape of Hastings from Henry Earl 
of Huntingdon in 1591; 70 bought the manor 52 Foxhunt, 
11 
built and endowed Cuckfield School in 1589; became trustee 
in 1599 for the Llichaelham. property of his cousinp Herbert 
Pelham Esq., because of the latterts financial difficulties. 
In 1601 this property was sold to liquidate Herbert Felhamts 
debts. 7t Sir Thomas appears to have acquired some of these 
lands himself. 74 
2 Dec., p 1624,, died. lopoms 
75 
(Footnotes contd. from previous page. ) 
62. F. R. O. Assizes, 35., S. E. Circuit.. Sussex., 27-, 32., and 
37-44. Perhaps was also the commissioner for musters 
and for the restraint of grain, c. 1585s under the name 
Of tJohn'. B. M. Harl. LIS., 474p ff. 81 and 92. 
63. S. A. C... iip59. 
64. CAMFial Returns. 
65. S. A. C. pip 37. 
66.3-ee-7Tppendix'4. 
67. See Appendix 2. 
68. G. E. C.., Complete Baronetage,, J., G. 
., 
44; 1 69. S. A. C.,, x. Llr- 
70. S. A. C.., xxxvii, 44 et seqq. 
71. S. A. C.., xiii.. 89. 
72. ., xlii,, 44; xliii, 7; B. H. Calendar, 
A. 62.11 
73.3-. A-. -C. 
j. 
Vi.. 160-tl. 
74. N-. A. C.., xxxvii., 47. 
75.3-. =. C. pliil24; S. R. S xiv., 182; P. R. O., C. 142/417/41. Fo--rhis will 
.. 
see B. H: Calendar., A. 106. 
I 
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Wif 
Mary., d. of Sir Thomas Walsingham, of Chislehurst., Kent,, 
cousin of Sir Francis Ilalsingham. 76 
Children. 
Thomas Later Sir Thomas Pelham.. 2nd bart. Bap. 
77 
M. P. for E. Grinstead , 
1597. 
., 
1620-11; M. P. Sussex, 1625,, 
1640 (Short Parliament), 1640 Long Parliament), 
1654. Strong Parliamentarian. 
48 
1633$ involved 
in a fray with Sir Thomas lunsford of Hoathly, 
(q. v. ). 79 Named in 111altQr Covertfs will and 
appointed his executor. Ou lienated some of his 
16" 5. late fatherts lands 
Judi thý2 
Education. (1580 family). 
Universities. Inns -of Court. 
Father John. perhaps matric. pens. 
IroM Queenst Coll... Camb.,. 
Easter, 1549.82a 
Son (Oliver) 
(The future Sir Thomas Pelhams uncle and heir to Oliver., 
s 115 61; 8,3 matric. fell. com. from Queenst Coll.., Camb.., Mi 9ý 
and was probably admitted to Grayls Inn., 1566. 
Marriages of children. (1580 family. ) 
Oliver died in infancy. 
76. Comber., (Lewes), 207; D. N. B.., sub. "Sir Francis 
Walsingham" and "Sir EMET Walsingham". 
77. Comber, loc. cit; and fatherts I. P. M. 
78. S. A. C. slxx 166; " - 
Official Returns. 
79. I'Sir . B. sub 
1571 Triomas lan-sford". 
80. S. A. C., xlvii, 14 5. 
81. S. A. C., xxxvii, 47. 
82ý 65EU-er,, loc. cit. 
82a. Al. Cant,, pt. j. 1 11.336. 
83. Ibid. 
84. Grayls Inn Admissions, 35. 
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Subsidv assessments. 
(As of laughton.. Shiplake Hundred., Pevensey Rape). 
38 Hen . ry VIII Nicholas Pelham Esq. in lands tBO? 
5 
(Commissioner) 
86 14 Elizabeth John Pelham Esq. Z40. 
18 Elizabeth Sir John Pelham., knt., Z40? 
7 
(Commissioner) 
(As of East Hoathly., Shiplake Hundred, Pevensey Rape). 
1-2 Charles I Sir Thomas Pelham. bart. in lands Z40? 
8 
(Commissioner) 
(ii) Pelham of Hastings. 
Members of the family. 
Head of the family in 1580. 
Sir Ed=nd Pelham, 3rd son of Sir William Pelham of 
Laughton who died c. 1538 by his second marriage to 
Mary, d. of Tlilliam, Lord Sands of Hampshire., K. G. 0 Lord Chamberlain to Henry VIII. (V. supra). 89 
(Sometimes called "Edward Pelham") Resided in Hastings 
?0 
1550, received a legacy from Thomas Jefferay 
24 Nov,.., 1575., called to the Bar 
92 
85. . F. R. O. E. 179/190/225. 86 . 283. E. 179/196/ 
879 ` E. 179/190/298. 
88 E. 179/191/377a. 
89: Comber, (lawes), 207. 
90. S. A. C., 9xiv.. sketch OPP. 107. 91. S. A. 0 xiv 221. 
92. n Book of Gray's Inn, 1.19. 
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April., 1582, committed to the Fleet for "boldness and 
offence" in his defence of Herbert Pelham, his cousin, 
before the Privy Council when Herbert was queotioned as 
to why he refused to take the office of Sheriff of Surrey 
and Sussex. 96 
1585-1602 at least, J. P. Sussex. 
94 Of the Quorum. 
1587, mentioned in the certificate concerning the Sussex 
J. Pis as a "cold 9B rofessor in religion" and as 
"a lawyer, 
much at London. " 
1588., Assistant Autumn Readera at Grayls Inn. 1601,2nd 
lont Reader. 96 
1592, p with Herbert Pelham and 2 others., commissioned 
to 
survey Pevensey Castle. 97 
QA 
1597, M. P. for Hast ngs-. - 
1602., appointed Lord Chief Baron of the Exchequer in 
Ireland., butjý May it was reported that he "makes no 
haste to go. 
100 
July, 1604., knighted. 
101 
4 Jul-y,.. 1606., died. I. P. M. 
Ylif 
Ellen., d. of Thomas Darrell of Scotney, Sussex (q. v. ). 
She appears in an entry in an Act Book of the Archdeaconry 
Court of Lewes, 12 Sept,, 1609, as Dame Ellen Pelham, 
presented with her daughter and her servant "for being 
popish recusants". Also., on 16 Sept.,, Herbert Pelham ar. 
was presented "for entertaining and harbouring within his 
house Dame Ellen Pelham, lEilen Pelham and George 
Tindall 
being popish recusants". 
93. S. A. C. pvii. 209; H. M. C. Hatfield MSS, 
11$502. 
94. F. R. O. Assizes.,.., 35,, S. E. CircuiF.. " Sussex, 27-44. 
95. S. A. C. 0 iij 58. 96 Pensl*on Book of Gray's Inn,, i., 82., 151. 
97: S. A. C ja ix., 3 0. 
98. Offi al Returns. 
99. F. E. Ball; TFe-judaes in Ireland, i, 228; Cal. S. P. D., 1601:: 
t3 0 188; H. Id. C. Hatrlelcl LIM, xiý, 437. 100. Maw, 11., 133. 
101. S. A. C. pxivplO7n; P. R. O. $ C. 142/298/104* 102. .., Xlix., 56. The Herbert here referred to was proba 
y BT erbert Pelham of Michaelham in Catsfield. The entr3' is for Catsfield. 
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Children. 
103 
Herbert Only son. Aged 19 in 1606. 
Ellen (See note on her mother). 
Education. I 
Universities. 
Father 
on 
Inns of Court. 104 Adm. GraFrs Inn., 1563. 
Nov., 1575, called to the Bar, 
(see note 92., supra; and 
general notes for his legal 
career). 
Herberý,, adm. Gray's Inn.. 9 Nov. 
1599. -LVIJ 
Marriages of children. 
Herbert ? 106 
Ellen md. Tristram TZoodivard of the Middle Temple, 
Subsidy assessments. 
(As of Hundred of Nendfield (sic), Hastings Rape). 
107 
37 Elizabeth Edmond Pelham Esq. in lands Z10. 
(iii) Pelham of Bucksted and later of 1,, Iichaelham,. 
Ilembers of the family. 
Head of the family in 1580. 
Herbert Pelham Esq., only son of Anthony Pelham Esq. of 
Bucksted or Buckstepe who was no Justice byt a "favoyr r 
of godly. proceedings" It in the bishop's letter of 1564) Og 110 and a J. P. in 1565 and 156,6slOg and who died 22 Nov.,, 1566,, 
and of Margaret.. d. of 
F, 
103. Comber., (Lewes)., 207. 
104. Gray's Inn Admissions, 32. 
105. Gray's-Inn Admissions., 99. 
106. Cal. S. P. D. 1580-16=Addenda, 527; H. M. C. 4th Report, 62. 
107.11.1i. U.., h. 17971,907,332. 
108. Camden Misc., ix, 10* 
log. A es, 35,, S. E. Circuit, Sussex., r7 & 8. 
110. S. A. C., ix, 220-11. 
- 
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Aged 20 at his father's death. 1119 
1576-t7, Sheriff of Surrey &, Sussex. 112. 
April, 1582, questioned by the Privy Council for refusing 
to be Sheriff. He replied that, living in Winchelsea, within 
the liberty of the Cinque Ports, he thought he was exempt by 
charter from all offices outside that liberty, but now 
confessed that'this was an error. Was dismissed without 
punishment, having already been committed to the Marshalsea 
by the Lord Treasurer for 1 month, 2 days. His cousin Edm 
I lynd Pelham defended him before the Privy Council, (v- supra). 1 3- 
1584, with George Goring, unsuccessfully contested the. county 
seats for Sussex. Robert Sackville and Sir Thomas Shirley, 
the successful candidates, were supported by Lord Buckhurst 
and Viscount Montague. 114. 
1584, M. P. for Winchelsea-115- 
1590-t17 Sheriff of Surrey & Sussex. 116.. 
1604, M. P. for Reigate. 117- 
1582-1 51 J. P. SussexJ18. 
1587, in certificate concerning Sussex J 
having been dropped from the Commission, 
politically and religiously because 'the 
with the first report and devise". 119. 
the Commission T. R. Eliz. 
. Pis, mentioned as though sound 
wold styfly be carryed 
Did not re-appear on 
1592) appointed to survey Pevensey Castle with his cousin 
Edmund. 120. 
c. 1580, with another, was exporting iron from Pevensey. 
121. 
31 Oct-215872 purchased from John Morley of Halnaker Esq., 
and his wife, Elizabeth, the site of Michaelham priory together 
with 787 acres of land and its manor and messuages. (Herbert 
Pelham was, then described as "of Hellingly". ) But he apparently 
soon fell into pecuniary difficulties. 
111. I. P-M-) P-R-0-7 C. 142/145-/-12. 
112. See Appendix 4. 
113- S. A. C., viii, 209; H. M. C. Hatfield ILSS2 11,502. 
114. B. M. Harl MS-1703, f. l8b and f. 19b. 
115. Official Returns. H. Matthews: Personnel of the Parli - 
ment of 1584-12-. (London Univ. M. A. thesis), Sec-III2173- 
116. See Appendix 4. 
H. Matthews) loc. cit. IN: 
P. R. O. Assizes, 357 S. E. Circuit) Sussex, 24-27- 11 11 n0A^.. I J" 70W Oft e )3-1 60 *30 120. S. A. C: 7xlixl 
121. S-A. C. ) 
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1590, granted to John Ilichell of Cuckfield an annuity of 
100 marks for 15 years "to be paid at the manor house of 
Michaelham" in consideration of L400 advanced. 
1599,, Herbert Pelham's whole-interest in this property. was 
made over to Thomas Pelham of laughton and 2 others, in 
trust.. with a view to sale from the proceeds of which an 
annuity was to be reserved for Herbert Pelham and his 
family for life., (Z400 p. a. ). the residue going to discharge 
his debts and the surplus, 
It 
if any,, being reserved for Herbert 
Pelham's heirs. This was because by reason of his great 
debts he was not able to travel about the sale of his lands 
for the satisfactiqn of his said debts yet intended they should 
be paid as soon as they conveniently might. " 
6 April, 1601, the trustees sold-the property to the Lord 
Treasurer Buckhurst., and Cecily his wife., and heirs, for 
L4$700.122 
16 Sept.., 1609., entry in the Act Book of the Archdeaconry 
Court of Lewesj, under "Catsfield" concerns the presentation 
of Herbert Pelham., ar.., "for entertaining and harbouring 
within his house Dame Ellen Pelham., Ellen Pelham and George 
Tindall, being popish recusants - and further he hath common 
resorters to his house who are popish recusants and for not 
receiving communion this twelve monthl'. 123 
2 March., 1611, entry in the same under "Gatsfield" :- Herbert 
Pelham, ar., presented "for not receiving the Comnunion at 
Easter last nor since, and for this his church mark is not 
sufficient; And also for disturbing mr. Large in his preaching 
he being an exco=rranicated person and refusing to So Out Of 
the Church; and for using irreverent speeches, as the Church- 
wardenswere informed to the diffamation of Mr. Large their 
minister there, viz. "That Mr Large should say that hee had 
as leefe see a gowe weare a saddell as see a minister weare 
a surplice". 124 
30 July,, 1624, diedI25 
Ivive s 
ý26 
Md. twice. -- 
1) Katherine, d. of John Thatcher of Priesthawes. 
2) Elizabeth., d. of Thomas West, Lord De la Warr. 
122. S. A. C. ovi, 160-11. Herbert Pel aurl7ng his lifetime., e. g. the 
obtained soon after his second 
shortly afterwards to William 
S, R. S., pxx,, 404-ISompting1). He 
(contd. on 
ham alienated much property 
manor of Ewhurst which he 
marriage. This passed 
Comber. (S. A. C., lxii, 152; 
sold the manors of 
next paSe). 
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127 Children. By his first wife: - 
Herbert Eld. s. and heir apparent. A R9 estor of the 
Felhams of Sivinshedd., Lincs. 1 
John 
Anthony 
Margaret 
By his second ivife: - 129 
Thomas Ancestor of the Felhams of Comptoj, ýalence. Dorset. - 
Hester Bur. at Ashburnham, 15 Aug., 1625. 
Education. 
Universities. 
Father Matric. Fei =. omm. from 
Queenst Coll.., Camb., 
Michs... 1562 Aged 20 
-in 1566.131 
Sons 
J ohn,, adm. Fell. Comm. 
a: EMTdnei,, Camb.., May., 
1601.13 
Inns of Court. 
Adm. --- Gigg's -Inn, 18 Aug., 
1588* 
Herbert,, s. and h. app. 
adm,. Gjgý Is Inn., 6 Nov.,, 
159 
John, adm. Middle Temple, 
NMYýine . 1604.13 
5 
Anthony,, adm. Fell. Comm. 
at Emmanuel, 18 May, 1615 136 
B. A... 1619-120; M. A., 91624. Thomas a4. LincO IS 
in-, -1 .921W ', 
6 Oct. jlE 138 
Called., 20 Nov.., 1ý28. 
(Note: - Some of Herbert Pelham's sons may have been partl 
educated in Italy. Some were travelling there, 1596. ) 
N 
(Footnotes contd. from previous page) 
122. Whatlington and Peplesham. to Sir Thomas Pelham, bart.., for 
Z5,, 730. (S. A. C.. txxxvii. 47; Horsfield, i,, 527). 123. S. A. C., xlix, 56.125. Comber, (Lewes), 211. 
124. 
.9 
58.126. Ibid. 
122. Ibid. 
128. =Ib,; Comber is clearly mistaken about his age., confusing 
'ý=s Herbert with his son of the same name fl the colonist. (See D. N. T3, sub "Herbert Pelham". 9 1600-16731); S. A. C.,, ix.. 221. 
129. S. A. C . ix, 220-1; Comber., 100-cit. 
13o. 59. (contd. on next page) 
i 
-ý 
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Marriages of children. 
Of the first marriage: - 
140 
Herbert md. Penelope, d. of Thomas West., Lord De la Warr. 
John 
Anthony 
Margaret 
Of the second marriage: - 
Thomas md. - (Their ancestors were of Compton Valence, 
Dorset. V. supra. ) 
Hester 
Subsidy assessments.. 
(As of Hundred of Foxearle, Hastings RaPe). 
141 
2 Elizabeth Anthony Pelham Esq.,, in lands Z100 
(As of Hellingly, Hundred. of Dyll, Pevensey Rape). 
142 
14 Elizabeth Herbert Pelham Esq. in lands L50. 
143 
18 Elizabeth Herbert Pelham Esq. F, 30. 
(Footnotes contd. from previous page). 
1,31. Al. Cant... pt. 1., 111.9 336. 
132. Gray's Inn Admissions, 73. 
133. Ibid.., 95. 
134. , 111 , 33 6. ,pt. 1 
=. Cant. 
135. . . . ,1 , 82. MiEdl emple Admissions 136. , . AM. ant.,, pt 1. iii. 63b. 
1,37. Linco=nts Inn Admissions. i , 188. 138. . Uncoln's Inn Blac-7 -BooFý. ii., 282. 
139. 626. 
140. Comber, (lewes), 211; DJW3., sub "Herbert Pelham., 1600- 
173ft for their son. 
141. P. R. O. 0 E. 179/190/266. 142. if E. 179/19g/283. 
143. ti E.. 179/196/298 
-- 
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nRCY, Earl of Northumberland. 
origins. 
The early history of the family of Percy is largely 
irrelevant to this study; for, although they acquired extensive 
estates in and about Petworth and elsewhere in Sussex as early 
as the twelfth century, their main residence and scene of 
activities dovin to the sixteenth century seems always to have 
been in the North. 
An attempt to trace the descent of the Honour of Fetworth 
from the time of Domesday until it became vested in the Percies 
has been made by Dr. Salzman. 1 It appears from his investi- 
gations that the feoffees who held it at the accession of 
Stephen simply disappeared in the course of his reign and that 
"in some way the Honour escheated to the overlord, Adeliz: 
widavi of Henry I, ... She bestowed it upon her brother, Joscelin, who married Agnes heir of William de Percy., from whom 
his descendants took their name., and it remained for centuries 
in the hands of the Fercies. 11 
It seems probable that the descendants of Joscelin and 
Agnes who were known as Barons of Petworth until in 1377 they 
were created Earls of Northumberland. 2 had a house of some sort 
at Fetworth from the time of their coming into possession of 
the estate. 3 The earliest positive evidence for this., however., 
is a licence dated 1309, permitting Henry de Percy, lst Baron 
of Alnwick., to embattle his residence at Petworth. It is not 
known at what date this early residence was allowed to fall 
into disrepair., but "as the principal residences of the Earls 
of Northumberland were in the North of England, it is not very 
likely they should have cared to reside much at Petworth., and 
in consequence they would not feel sufficient interlst in the 
original manor house to induce them to keep it up. " More- 
over, as the writer of this article suggests, the dimensions of 
so modest a residence were probably quite inadequate for the 
Earls and even the minimum number of retainers. 
It was apparently not until some time in the sixteenth 
century that the Earls of Northumberland turned their attention 
to the provision of a house at Petworth which would be suitable 
as a residence for themselves. 5 A remark of Leland's in his 
"Itinerary", made after he had visited Petworth, suggests that 
1. Dr. L. F. Salzman: ''On the Early History of the Honour of 
Petworth''s (S. A. C. slxviii. 60 et seqq. ) See also notes on 
origins of tFe-Dawtrey family. 
2. S. A. C., xiv. 1 et seqq.; G. E. C.., ix, 708. 
3. A. C., xiv. 5. 
4. 
5. =K, 6. 
(Percy., Earl of Northumberland continued. ) 
the Earls were spending more time there even in Henry VIIIts 
reign: "The market town of Petteworth yn the viald of Southsax 
ys right well encreasid syns the Yerles of Northumberland usid 
little to ly there. For now the men there make good cloth .. One Parson Acon builded the spire of the faire steple there in 
the towne and also made the fayre bridge of stone, caullid 
Rotherbridge, scant a mile from Petteworth, upon the water that 
commith downe from Cowdray. t, 6 During the twenty years too2 
from 1537 to 1557, when the Petworth estates were vested in the 
Crown as a result of the death without issue of Henry Percy., 
the 6th Earl, and the attainder and execution of Sir Thomas 
Percy, his younger brother in the same year,, 15W., - Edward VI 
was entertained at Petworth for five days, in 1552, probably 
by Henry, Earl of Arundel, who held the Crown Office of 
"Master of the Game. " 7 This fact does suggest that there was 
some sort of residence at Petworth by 1552 at least. 
It is not knovm by whom the first house was built at 
Petworth after the embattled building had been abandoned., but 
it was the 8th Earl who undertook to enlarge and repair it 
between 1576 and 1582; an entry in the Burrell VISS says that 
in 1576.. the first year of this undertaking., L2., 829.16s. was 
spent on it, and that thereafter,, until the completion of the 
work in 1582, a further Z4., 3.26.9s. 8d. was also spent. 8 
Evidently it was an enterprise of some magnitude. Indeed., if 
the accommodation provided for people was on as generous a 
scale as the stabling, it must have approached the stvnptuous. 
For, as Faller said in his "Worthies",, "Petworth., the house 
of the Earls of Northumberland,, is most famous for a stately 
stable, the best of any subjects in Christendom as it affords 9 
stabling for threescore horses with all necessary accommodation" 
Even assuming that the Earl was an ardent horse-fancier and 
kept something like that number of mounts for the use of him- 
self and his household so that there need have been no 
corresponding house-room for guests, the figure suggests the 
need for a considerable number of grooms and stable-boys who 
must have been lodged on the premises. 
A memorandum in the Petworth Parish Registers also 
remarks, "Henry Percy, Earl of Northumberland., began in 1577 
to repair the HonourlIp fl. e. the mansion houseý7 "of Petworth 
and also to make his new work of building of the same honour 
to his great char e and brought water into every office of 
the said house. " 0 
6. Quoted in SAC.., xiv., 13-14. 
7. Ibid. 0 7-8-. 
8.6-7. 
9. quoted. 
3.0. 
-.. -j 
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The 9th Earl had even greater ambitions and planned 
to build a new mansion of even larger dimensions. Howevers 
the Star Chamber fine of Z20,000, imposed after the Gun- 
powder Plotj, somewhat cramped his style; he had, perforce, 
to be content with a mere enlargement of his father's 
residence. 11 
The situation of Petworth is worthy of note, for it 
was within easy reach of Arundel and Cowdray, and not far 
distant from Stanstead. Here mileage therefore presented 
no insuperable difficulty whenever an Earl of Northumberland., 
an Earl of Arundels - or, before 1572., his son-in-law the 
Duke of Norfolk., when staying with him,, -a Viscount Montague 
and a Baron Lumley wished to communicate with one another, 
even when all were away from Court. And., while Petworth 
is no more than 50 miles from London, the 4ourney there wass 
by all accounts, a most hazardous undertaking down to the 
eighteenth century. 12 The proverbial foulness of Sussex 
roads, particularly through the Wealden clay, had its uses 
when the government was over-watchful or when the Queen 
threatened a visit. In June, 1583, at a time when the Earl 
had other matters on hand of a somewhat private natures the 
Queen proposed to honour him with a visit to Petworth, and 
one of the regrettable obstacles to the plan referred to by 
the Earlts secretary in his letter. to Sir Francis 111alsineham 
was the shocking state of the roads which might necessitate 
the Queen's alighting from her litter to make her way on 
foots though the hills were far too steep for her. 
Evidently, it was a wet summer. 13 The 9th Earl had a 
better opinion of the Queents stamina when, in July, 1591p 
he endeavoured through Lord Cobhams Lor. d Warden of the Cinque 
Ports, to obtain the honour which his father had sought so 
strenuously to avoid. 14 By 1591 the Sussex air was 
certainly healthier. 
1,11'embers of the f amily. 
Head of the fanily in 1'580. 
Henry Percy, 8th Earl of Northumborland,, younger son of 
Sir Thomas Percy who vias attainted and executed in 1537 
11. Ibid. P 8. 12. ! T-. A. C.., xiv, 14 et seqq. 
13. S. A. C.., v, 193. 
14. =... v.. 196-17. 
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f or his prominent part in the Pilgrimage of Grace., and of 
Eleanor, sis. and coh. of George Harbottle of Beamish, co. 
Durham. 15 He was the younger brother of Sir Thomas Percy$ 
the 7th Earl . who had been restored to his title and lands by Queen Mary in 1557 after the one had been in abeyance 
and the other vested in the Crown for 20 years, and who was 
attainted and executed in 1572 for his part in the Rising 
of the Northern Earls in 1569. At his death, his title 
passed by the reversionary clause in the patent of creation 
and despite his attainder, to his brother, Henry, who became 
Sth Earl. 16 
c. 1532, born. 
17 
1557, knighted. 1 
1559-160., took part in thaviar against the Scots 
1569., remained loyal during his brother's rebellion. 
1571, took part in the current intrigues on behalf of Mary, 
Queen of Scots. Was one of those implicated by the 
confessions of the Bishop of Ross after the latter's 
arrest in May. 20 
1,3 October., 1571., was implicated by one of the Duke of 
Norfolk's answers to questions put to him about the 
Ridolfi plot. The Duke confessed that one plan had 
been to convey Mary Queen of Scots, with Sir Henry 
Percyls aid, to Scotland. 21 
18 and 19 Oct. $ 1571., confessions of one, Edmund Powell$ 
under examination, about intriGues between Sir Henry 
Percy, the Bishop of Ross and the Earl of Arundel., to 
remove Mary, Queen of Scots from captivity. But clearly 
the Earl of Arundel distrusted Sir Henry Percy. 22 
Nov., 1571., arrested and sent to the Tower. 23 
August., 1572,, his elder brother., Sir Thomas Percy., 7th Earl 
of North-Amberland, was executed. He succeeded to the 
Earldom.;. -,, 4 
15. ,728. G. E. C. . ix 16. , D. N. B., sub "Thomas Percy, 7th Earl of Northumberland". 
17. ýD. N. B.,, sub "Henry Percy.. Gth Earl of Northumberland". 
18. Shaw, 11,70. 
19. D. N. B. 
20. D. N. B., sub "John Lesliet'. H. M. C. Hatfield jiss, 1.526- 
'T---544 et seqq; 546 et seqq; b4g. 
21. H. M. C. Hatfield LISS, 1., 535. 
22. HJI. C. HaU =e LISS, 1.544., 546,, 549. 
23. . . 17. R-. B 24. , D. N. B., sub "Sir Thomas Percy , 7th Earl of Northumber- . lana. 
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25 1573,, released from arrest. Commenced fresh intrigues. 
June., 1583,, Queen Elizabeth intended a visit to him at 
Petworth. The Earl's secretary, Sir William Corn- 
wallis, replied expressing the Earlts pleasure but 
emphasising all the difficulties, the shortness of 
time for preparation, the state of the Countess' 
health., the condition of the Sussex roads etc. 26 
17 Dec... 1583,, interrogatories drawn up for the examination 
of the Earl concerning the departure of Lord Paqet 
and Charles Arundel. to France without licence. 2 
20 Dec.., 1583.. confined to his London house on suspicion of 
having participated in the Throgmorton conspiracy and 
assisted in the visits to Arundel of Charles Paget 
and Lord Paget, and aided their flight on Throgmortonts 
arrest. 2.8 Philip, Earl of Arundel, was confined to 
his London house at the same time. (See his biography). 
24 Dec.,, 1583,, examination of the Earl of Arundel about his 
dealings with the Earl of Northumberland in the matter. 
His answers. 29 
28 Dec., 1583, examination of the Earl of Northumberland's 
servants. 30 
9 Jan., 1584,, examination of the Earl of Northumberland's 
servants. 
29 Jan., 1584, Charles Paget's sister in a letter to her 
brother wrote of the trouble his visit to England had 
caused the Earl of 1, Torthumberland. 31 
Feb.., 1584,, sent to the Tower. 32 There he and VýFIlliam Shelley 
were closely examined. 33 
He remained in the Tower, though his guilt was not provedp 
until 21 June., 1565 when he was found shot through the 
heart. A verdict of suicide was returned. 34 
25. D. N. B. 
26. S-. 17 U. jvs 19 3 27. Cal., S. P,. D., 1581-190., 137. 
28. Ibid., 138.. no. 47. 
29. =a. S. P. D.,, 1581-190., 139. 
30. Ibid. p 14U-141; 151. 31. Ibid. p 156. 32. -lFf-d*, #159., no. 14; 187,, no. 79; 242, no. 74. D. N. B. 
33. Ca S. P. D. 1581-190,., 159, pno. 14; 187., no. 79; B'. 1l, 
lansd. I- 
MS,, 45., no, 
34. D. N. B.; S. A. C., v, 195; B. LI. Lansd. MS.,. 45, pf. 175. 
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1580-1585., had been a J. P. Sussex. 35 Sometimes of the 
Quorum. 
(For his tenure-. of offices under the Crown,, see 
Appendix 31. ) 
c. 1574,, listed as the oviner of an iron foree and a furnace 
in Petworth Great Park., in the hands of a Mr. 
Blackwell. 36 
1576-1562., undertook the enlargement and repiar of Petworth 
House. Estimated to have spent c. L7,000 on this. 37 
Wif 
Catherine, his cousin, eld. d. and coh. of John Neville, Lord 
Latimer., by Lucy., 2nd d. of Henry Somerset, 2nd Earl of 
Worcester., and sister of Anne.. Countess of Northumberland. 
They were married 25 Jan., 1562. She was aged 31 at her 
father's death in April, 1577 when she inherited Burton 
Latimer, Northants. She was living in London at the time of 
the Earl's death. She remarried., shortly after 5 Dee., 91587., 
Francis Fitton., then of Binfield, Berks... who d. s. p. 17 June, 
1608. She died 28 Oct.., 1596. and was buried in Westminster 
Abbey. I. P. M. and P. C. C. A6non. 38 
Children. 39 
Henry Later 9th Earl of Northumberland. Born shortly 
before 27 April. 1564 at Tynemouth Castle and styled 
Lord Percy from 1572-1585.40 J. P. Sussex 1593 - end 
of reign at least. 41 5 Nov... 1632., died. 
42 
Thomas d. s. p. April. 1567. 
William d. s. p. May., 1648 43 
Charles knigýited., 1591. D. s. p. June., 1628. 
Richard knighted, 1598.44 D. Sop. 1648 or 1649. 
Alan knighted., 1605.45 D. s. p. 1613. 
Joscelin knighted, 1599.. 46 D. s. p. 1631. 
George died March, 1632. 
35. 
36. 
37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 
41. 
42. 
43. 
44. 
P. R. O. Assizes, 35.. S. E. Circuit., Sussex., 22-27. 
See Appendix 29. 
S. A. C . xiv, 6. T. -E. C:, ix, 731 and 732 n. 
A. Collins. - Peerage of England, (1812), 11,326 et seqq. 
G. E. C.., ix. 752; for his career see this and D. N. B. Also 
G. R. Bathot The Household Accounts of Henrv P-ercv. 9th 
Earl of Northumberland, 1564-1632. (Univ. of London.. 1-4. A. 
thesis. ) 
P. R. O. Assizes., 35, S. E. Circuit., Sussex., 35 (June) - 44. Collins.. OD. Cit., ii. 342. 
Shaw, 11,45. Ibid., 1,157. 
Ibid.., 11,95.46. Ibid. pii.. 96. 
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(Percy, Earl of Northumberland, continued. ) 
Ann died in infancy! 7 
Incy 
Eleanor 
Education. 
Universities. 
Father 
Sons. Hen later 9th Earl of 
O.,,,,. on,, 30 Aug. 
r 
1605. 
Thoaas, matric. entr Oxon.,, 
c. 1581., aged 13.51 
William, matric. entry Gloucs. 
Hall 0 Oxon 13 june. 1589., 
aged 15.86_ 
Alan., Gloucs. Hall, Oxon., 
Ratric. 1ý_Jan., 1594., 
aged 15.00 
Joscelin., Gloucs. Hall, Oxon, 
matric. entry 
,, 
11 Jan., 1594 
aged 14. A noted witfl. 51 
George., Gloucs. Hall, Oxon 
adm. 11 Jan. 1594, aged 1 
Inns of Court. 
Adm. Gray's 4 6nn., 
31 
June. 1575, 
Henry., later 9th Earl of 
177. 
I'T. 
I 
., 
adm. I'liddle Temple., 
4 1,, Iay,, 1594.5() 
Thomas 
2 adm. 
Gray's Inn., 
Charle s, adra. Middle 54 Temple., 4 May., 1594. 
Alan, adm. ijiddig Temple, 
1=21ýyj 1597. 
George., adm. ldiddle 59 Temple, 12 1.,, Tay,, 1597. ' 
47. Collins, ii, 328; B-, M, Lansd. MS, 874, f. 118. 
48. Grayfs Inn Admissions., 47. 
49. Al. ox. piii., 1146. 50. LI=e Temple Admissions., i, 66. 
51, A. L. Ox. loc. cit. 
52. Gray's Inn Admissions, 63. 
53. Al. Ox. -. To-c. cit. 
54. Middle reemple Admissions,, 1., 66. 
55. AI. Ox., 'Ioc. cit. 
56. Middle Temple Admissions., i, 71. 
57. TI. Ox., q loc. cit. 58. Ibld. 
59.1'=e Temple Admissions., 1., 71. 
11 
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60 
Llarriages of children. 
Henry md. Dorothy, widow of Sir Thomas Perrot, knt., 
and daughter of Walter Devereux, Ist Earl of 
Essex. Issue. 61 
Thomas umd. 
William ff 
Charles md. Dorothy, d. of Richard Cocks of Dumbleton, 
co. Gloucs... Esq., and widow of - Hutchins Esq. 
Richard umd. 
Alan md. in 1608, Mary., d. and h. of Sir John Fitz 
of Fitzford in Devonshire. She remarried 3 times. 
Joscelin umd. 
George It 
Ann died in inf ancy. 
Lacy md. tviice: - (a) Sir John Vlotton, knt. (b) Sir 
Hugh Owen of Anglesey, knt. 
Eleanor md. Sir William Herbert., K. B.,, who became Baron 
Faviis in 5 Charles 1. 
60. Collins, op. cit... 11., 327-18. 
61. Collins., ii 342. 
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FOOIE. 
origins. 
Henry Poole who was a J. P. of Sussex in 1564 
to have been no connection of the recusant family 
resident at Lordington in the parish of Racton in 
the family of Cardinal Poole., or Pole. 1 
appears 
sometime 
West Sussex., 
He appears in the bishop's letter of 1564 as a J. P. of 
, the East part and is described as IIIA'r Henry Poole of Ditchling 
(V. infra). 
In his will he mentions among his relatives, Sir Giles 
Poole, knt... 11my good brother"., and refers to Sir Giles' son., 
Henry. He mentions in this will property not merely in 
Ditchling and Keymer in Sussex,, but also in Somersets4ire. 
(V. infra). 
It seems therefore, that he was the Henry Poole whose 
name appears in the pedigree of the Poole family of Gloucester- 
shire in the Visitation of that county for 1623., 2 as a son of 
Leonard Poole who died in Sept,, 1538, and brother of Mathew 
Foole of Saberton, Gloucestershire, from whom the Pooles of 
Yorkshire were descended. He was also brother of "Gyleslt 
Foole., who died in February, 1588, whose son was Sir Henry 
Poole,, "of Saperton, knt. " No further details of this Henry 
Poole are given in the Gloucestershire Visitation. 
It is difficult to discover when he settled in Ditchling 
or acquired property there and in Keymer., since there is no 
trace of his tame among the recorded fines for those places. 
Probably his Sussex property came to him by his marriage to 
Margaret., daughter of George,, 3rd Lord Abergavennyp whose arms 
appear on the monumental inscription to Henry Poole in Ditch- 
ling Church,, 4 and who is mentioned in her husband's will. 
Henry Poole., in his will left his armour to "my good lord., 
Henry, Lord Abergavenny. f, 5 
Whether armigerous. 
Not mentioned in the 1570 or 1634 Visitations of Sussex,, but 
appears in the 1623 Visitation of Gloucestershire. 6 
For that family, see Elwes, 178 
. seqq; Harl. Soc. Pabns., liii, 89. 
., 
125. 2. Harl. Soc. Pubns-. -- 
3. S. R. 6*pxx., an d xx. 
4, S. A. C.. xxviii., 134-16; lxxi,, 147 
5. T-C. C. '15 Arundell. 
6. See note 2. 
et seqq; S. A. C.., xxi,, 73 et 
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(Poole continued. ) 
ý-Jembers of the family. 
Head of the family in 1580. 
Henry Poole of Ditchling., Sussex.. Esq., t son of Leonard Poole of Gloucestershire who died 30 Sept., 1538, and Of 
Catherine, d. of Gyles Bridees, knt. 7 
j. p. Sussex, 1564.8 
1564., in bishopts letter, described as a J. P. of the East 
part of the county, and a "mislyker of reliSion and godly 
procedings". 9 
1568,, deforciant in fine with Margaret,, his wife., for the 
manors of Hastings and Cullyngton. 10 
Possibly a military man, judging from the great number of 
pieces of military equipment bequeathed in his will., - 
rapiers, daggers, corselets etc. 11 
In his 
11 
will., mentions among his friends., William Apsley 
Esq.., my ve*. trusty friend" whom he appointed his executor,, 
Mr. Richard Bellingham of Hangleton, Mr. John Eversfield, 
the elder, Sir John Pelham,, knt., Mr. Anthony Stapleyo 
Thomas Pelham, gent., and Mr. Richard Jefferay. His over- 
seers were Sir John Pelham and John Shurley. 14 
In this will, mentions houses, lands, tenements and 
hereditaments in Blackfriarsp London; also property in 
Somersetshire including Compton Dando, Sheivard's Wyke etc.., 
whose disposal is to be supervised by VJilliam Apsley and 
Thomas Pelham. 
28 March., 1580., died. Id. I. in Ditchling Church. 13 In his 
will., directed that he should be buried in Ditchling Churchp 
"behind my pewe there". and that his arms should be engraved 
on his tomb. 
7. Harl. Soc. Fabns. pxxi, l25. 8. P. R. O. Assizes., 35, S. E. Circuit, Sussex.. 6; *Dorse Pat. 
Roll., C. 66/998. 
9. Camden Ijisc., ix, 10. 
10. S. R. 8 xix 207. 
11. P. O. C: P15 1rundell. 
12. Another friend was Thomas Culpepper Esq. of Wakehurst 
who died in 1571, leaving his best Belding to Henry 
Poole., S. A. 0. i 
ý Ixlv 
iij, 82. 
13. Horsfield., i, 238; S. A. .., xiii, 
255; xxviii, 134-t6; 1xxi, 147. 
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Wif e. 
Margaret., d. of George Nevill, Lord Abereavenny, and hs 
wife, Mary, d. of Edward Stafford, Duko of Buckinghamah 
She was probably the widow of one, John Cheyney. 1 Living 
at the date of her husband's will, 28 Jan., 1580. 
Children. 
Thomas Eld. son and heir. Mentioned in father's v; ill. 
16 
John Mentioned in fatherts will. 
Francis It 11 It It 
George It it It It 
Henry it It It It 
William If It It It 
Education. 
Universities. Inns of Court. 
Father 
Sons Perhaps Johnj adm. to 
Lincolnl=snn,, 5 Nov., 
1552.17 
liarriages of children. 
Thomas md. before 1576, Elizabeth, d. and coh. of Roger 
Wingf ield of "Great Durham"., Norfolk, Esq.., 
(possibly East Dereham). Issue. 18 
i ohn 
Francis md. Ann, d. of George Covert of Slaugham Esq.., the 
reat-uncle of Walter Covert of Slaugham Esq. 
q, v, ). Issue. 19 
George 
Henry 
74illiam 
Subsidy assessments. 
(As of ButtinFhill Hundred., Lewes Rape. ) 20 
14 Elizabeth Henry Poole Esq. in lands F, 20. 
(As of Street Hundred, Lewes Rape. ) 21 
18 Elizabeth r Henry Poole Esq. in lands 20. 
14. S. A. C... xxvjjj, 134-t6; lxxi$147; P. C. C. 15 Arundell. 
15. T. 7=. ., xxviii., 136; lxxi, 147. 
16. F77.. 15 Arundell. See also S. A. C., xxviii., 135-16. 
17. Lincoln's Inn Admission RegistFr7Tv6O. 
18.3-. A. C... 
jp2bb; XXVilipl6b-16 &- 136n. Also 
P. C. C. 15 Arun- 
S, =.. 
,, xlvii., 
124, n. 31; xxviii, 136. Also x1viii., (dell. T2 =-, 4 and 129- 130 and xiii. 255. 
20. P. R. O.., E 179/190/283. 
21. P. R. O.., E: 179/196/299. 
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PORTER. 
Origins. 
According to one writer, this family was a younger 
branch of the Porters of Markham in Nottingýamshirej which had 
settled in Sussex in the reign of Henry VI. - Towards the 
close of the sixteenth century7 their principal residences were 
at Cuckfield, Lamberhurst and Vladhurst7 but the family became 
very widely spread in Sussex. 2. 
The first Porter named by Berry and Comber is Stephen 
Porter of Pevensey whose will was proved in November7 149-5) 
and who directed that he should be buried "in the Church of 
Hurstmonceux". 3- His son and heir Richard Porter of Battle, 
whose will was dated 26 January7 1ý57, and who wished "to be 
buried in Battle Church'17 had7 by his w4ej Joan2 daughter of 
John Wilgoose, five sons and a daughter. '** The eldW son and 
heir, John, is described as "of Battle and Bayham". - This 
John Porter left ý-! will dated 30 Apri17 1-574 and proved on 
26 January, 1575-`- He appears at the time of his death to 
have owned a forge in Bayham and to have been in charge of a 
forge in Frant) a few miles west of Lamber)iurst, which belonged 
to Viscount Montague. 7- 
It was the eldest son of the above-named John Porter 
who was a Sussex J. P. for some years towards the close of 
Elizabeth's reign7 and who was head of the family in 1580. 
He had five brothers and a sister-8- His brother next in 
age Richard Porter gent.? of Bayham whose will was dated 
22 lugust and proved 5 September2 15ý419-may have been the 
M. P. for Midhurst in 1571-100 
Whether armigerous. 
Not mentioned in the 1570 Visitation. 
1634211-and that of 1662.12. 
Members of the family. 
He, qd-- of the familv in 1,580. 
They appear in that Of 
John Porter of Cuckfield, gent. 2 eld. s. and h. of John Porter of Battle and Bayham who died in 1574, (v. supra) 
1. S. A-C vii, 130. 
2. S. A. C., ix, 36n. 
3. B. &C. 7 200; P. C. C. 26 vox. 4. B. &C., loc-cit; Lewes wills$ (Battle)) 1,81. 
i. e. Bayham Jkbbey on the borders of Kent and Sussex in the 
Lamberhurst neighbourhood. 
6. P. C. C. 26 Martin 
See Appendix 29 Ld S. ýý-C-j 111) 241. 
r 
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(Porter continued) 
and of Anneý d. of Richard Isted of Mayfield by Joan, his 
wife. 13- Named invills of fatherg of brother Stephen, 
proved 6 May, 158114. and of brother George, proved 8 Feb. ) 1586.15- 
Perhaps a lawyer (see under 'Educationt) 
Perhaps M. P. Bramber7 1586.16. 
J. P. Sussex) 1594 - 19.17. 
Bur. in Cuckfield, 23 Aug., 1599.18. WillIdt. 17 Jan, 1598; 
codicil 21 Aug., 1599; proved 27 June, 1600.19- 
Wives. 
Md. twice: - 
1) Winifred, d. and coh. of John Sackville of Chiddingly Park 
Es . (q. v. ) 
20. 
P-) Julith, d. of - Wood, secretary to Henry VIII. Rejjct of 
Bland. Bur. at Cuckfield, 4 July, 1607. Will- 
Children. 22. 
By his first wife: - 
Sackville Later of Seaford Esq. Bailiff of Seaford in 1635 
and in several subsequent years. 23- Mlentioned in 
1634 Visitation. 
John Under 21 in his fatherts will. 
2 Henry Of Seaford2 gent. Named in fatherts, uncle Thoma'91 
and brother Sackville's wills. Ovm will dt. 15 
Apr., 1650, pr. 15 Sept., 1653.25. 
Hanna 
By his second wife: - 
TimothY Z-or Timothea 7 (a daughter) Bap. at Cuckfield7 15 
JulY7 15979. Named in wills of uncle Thomas and 
of her mother. 
B. &C., lo-C-CiLt. 
9. P. C. C. 24 Watson. 
10. Browne Willis, op. cit., iii, 
11. H-C-MS7 C* 2-1-1 6-A. C. xxxix, 113. 
12 S. t. C 
- 
-=ixt 124. 
13: 00-; 13 1OC-C3-t- 
14. P. C. C. 17 Darcy. 
15. P. C. C. 7 Windsor. 
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(Porter continued) 
Education. 
Universities. Inns of Court. 
Father Perhaps adm. Lincolnts 
Inn from Clifford's Inns 
20 June, 1576 as of Kent. 
Called to the Bar$ 11 
Oct. $ 1584.26 Sons Sackville, matric. pens. Sackville$ adm. Nov-, 1602 from Sto John's Coll. Camb., to Inner Temple. 28 
Easter$ 1602.27 
Johns St. Mary Hall. Oxfo, johns adm. Inner Temple., 
matric 22, Nov., 1591., Nov. 1594. ;W 
aged l;. 
Marriages of children. 
31 
%Z a- -df the first marria eo 
Sackville md. t roe times: - (a) Elizabeth, d. and coh. of 
William Hay of Bugsill. Md. at EoGrinstead, 3 
Dec., 1612. Issue, 1 son, John aged 21 in 1634 
and 1 daughter, Winifred. (b) Ann, d. of 
Thomas Rootes. No issue. (c) Maryl d. of 
- Warden and relict of Thomas Norton of Ringmer, 
M. Lic. of the Bishop of London, 10 Aug.., 1642. 
Will, pr. Apr., 1650.32 
John 
Henry 
Hanna md. twice, -, - (a) James Gravesp gent., who died 
5 Aug., 1626. Issuep - Sackville Graves Esq. of 
West Firle, later J-P* (b) William Thomas of 
Lewes and Westdean Esq. M. Lic. at Lewesp 5 Jan-p 
1629o 
16. R*C. Gabriel: Members of-the House of Commons, 1566-7. 
(Unive of London M. A* thesis p 560-1f. 
17. P. R. O. AsBizess 35p S. E. Circuits Sussex., 36-41. (Missing 
for Junes 1595 and for 1596, nos. 37 (June); 38). 
18. B. & Co., loc-cit. 
19. P. C. C. 63 Dorset. 
20. B. & C. , loc. cit.; S. A. C-p viij. 130. 
21. P. C. C. 38-=Wn 5Bank. 
22. B& Cos loc-cit. 
23. S. A-C-p vii. 9 150 & 150- 
24. p. c. C. 85 Huddlestone. 
25. P. C. C. 284 Brent. 
26. Lincolps Inn Admissionsp 1,84 (as "of Kent". but he was 
left lands in Kent under his father's will): Black Book 
of LincolnIs 
"I 
Inn, ip435. 
27. Al. Cant- Fte - iiip 382. 
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'M, q. rri@F,, es of children contd. 
Of tho second marriage: - 
Timothy Z-or Timothea_7 md., before 1634) Nicholas Easton of 
Bourne, Sussex. 
Subsidy assessments. 
(As of Hundred of Battle, Hastings Rape) 
38 Henry VIII. Richard Porter in lands : C22ý3- 14 Elizabeth Richard Porter in goods ýCll 
11 11 Robert Porter (sessor) in goods fqý4. (As of Ditchling, Street Hundred, Lewes Rape) 
1-2 Charles I Sackville Porter, gent., in lands f-3.35. 
28. Ibid.; Inner Temple Admissionqj 162. -but here probably 
mistakenly given as the son of John Porter admitted there 
in 1594. Cf. note 29. 
29. Al. Ox., iii, 1182. 
30- Ibid; Inner Temple Admissions, 139. Apparently went 
there before his elder brother, Sackville? 
31- B &-C6, loc. cit. 
32. P: C. . 
57 Pembroke. 
33. P. R. O., E. 179/190/225. 
34. P. R. O. E. 179/190/283- 
35- P. R. O., E. 179/191/337a. No 1))orters of Cuckfield appear in 
the Subsidy Rolls for Lewes Rape before this. Assessments 
for Porters of Battle Hundred in Hastings Rape or for 
Frant in Pevensey Rape, after 38 Henry VIII do not 
appear to be relevant to this 1mily. 
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ROBERTS. 
Or ig ing - 
Thomas Roberts who was a J. P. in 1560 and 1564 and who 
is mentioned in the Bishop's letters of 1564 as a J. P. of the 
"East partell and a I'mislyker of religion and godly proceedingJ; 
appears to have been the descendant of a Kentish family whose 
pedigree is given in Berry and Comber. 2- 
The original family seat was at Glassenbery in Kent 
where the elder line was still settled in the Elizabethan 
period, but the Roberts had by that time acquired both 
property and family connections in the adjacent county. 3- 
For example, Walter Roberts of Glassenbery Esq. 2 whose will 
was proved in 152294-grandfather of Thomas Roberts7 the 
Sussex J. P. 2 married2 after the death of his first wife2 
. 
3d subsequently into that of into the f amily of Culpepper a 
Naylor of Wakehurst in Sussex 9 His eldest son by his 
first wife, John Roberts, married a daughter of Sir Richard 
Sackville2 while one of his younger sons, William, settled 
at Battle in Sussexý married into the Sussex family Of 6 
Threele2 and appeared in the 1570 Visitation of Sussex. 
The Roberts are known to have held land in the parish 
of Ticeh-urstj in Hastings Rape, by 1488 when Walter Roberts 
received a licence to impark land an woods there as well 
as in Cranbrook and Goudhurstj KenV- The manor of Boarzell 
in that parish came into their possession sometime after 
1432. It is described by Horsfield asq 11kn old moated 
manor house of considerable a ntiquity" which was "for 
centuries the property and till lately the residence of the 
family of Roberts, a branch of that at an early period 
settled at Glastenbery, Kent. 118- The manor remained in the 
possession of the Roberts and their descendants until 1859.9- 
J. P. R. O. Assizes, 35, S-E-Circuit) 
2. 
3. 
B. &C. ) Ibid; 
29. 
Visitation of Kent, 1619, 
4. P. C. C. Z8 Maynwaring. 
5. B. &C., loc-c - 6. Ibid; Phillips, 9; H. C. MSS2 D. 
7. V. Q19 , Sussex, ix2 254. 8. Ibid; Horsfield, ij 589. 
9. V. C. H. , Sussex, loc. cit. 
2&6. Camden Misc3 ix710- 
(Harl. Soc. Pubns)xlii, 93) 
11 &, 18 - 
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Thomas Roberts, the J. P., who was the second son of 
Thomas Roberts of Glassenbery, Kent, and younger brother o6 
Walter Roberts of the same whose will was proved in 1580)-4 
died in 1567 without direct heirs2 and was buried in the 
chancel of Ticehurst Church. His will was dated 4th February, 
1565, and proved 20th November, 1576.11- He left the 
reversion of his lands to his younger brother, Johh, who died 
in 157 rd was also buried in Ticehurst Church, and to his heirs. 
22 
Whether a. rmiFerous,. 
Mentioned in the 1570 Visitation. 13- Also in that of 1634.14. 
Members of the family. 
Head of the family in--1580. 
Walter Roberts gent-9 of Boarze112 in Ticehurstý 2nd son of 
John Roberts, gent., of the same, who died in 1573 (V-Sujýa) 
and of Elizabeth2 d. of Robert Rygotte of Colewicke, Bucks. . 
16. Under 21 in will of Lady Margaret Hendley als Roberts$ 1597 0 
30 Nov., 1632, died. J. p. M., 8 Oct. ) 1633.17,, 
Wife. 
Awdrie, D. of Thomas Duncombe of East Claydon, Bucks. Marriage 
covenant dt 10 April, 1604. Will dt .6 Dec., 1655, pr. 24 Apr. 1656. lA- 
10. P-C-C- 35 Arundell. 
11. P. C. C. 37 Carew. 
12. John's will dt. 11 Aug. 1573, pr. 20 Nov. ) 1576; P. C. C. 37 Carew. 
13- Phillips, 9; H. C. IISS. D. 11; 
14. H. C. MS. C. 27-, f. 89. 
15. B. &C., loc. cit. John Roberts' 
died in infancy. 
16. P. C. C. 81 Spencer. 
G. 18. 
first son, also Walters 
17. B. &C., loc. cit; P. R. O. C. 142/720/2. 
18. B. &C-, loc. cit; H. C. Lý C. 27, f. 89; P. C. C. 133 Berkeley. 
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Children. 19. 
John Eld. s. and h. app. Aged 25 and more in 1632. Died 
at Boarzell, 1 May, 1639- I. P. M. 28 tug., 1639. Bur. 
at Ticehurst. 2ý9 
Anthony. Bur. 27 May2 1639 at Ticehurst. 
Walter 
Joan 
Elizabeth. 
Education. 
Universities. Inns of Court. Father 
Sons 
ýTarriages of children. 21. 
John md. Johan, d. of - Spicer of Sandhurst, 1ýent- Issue. 
Anthony md. - Issue. 
Walter md. - Issue. 
Joan md. four times: - (a) Anthony May of Pashley in 
Ticehurst, (b) Richard Alfrey of Carsfield7 Sussex, 
(c) John Gyles of Penshurst. (d) John Busbridge of 
Haremare in Etchingham, Sussex. 
Elizabeth md. John Hunt of Dale-hill in Ticehurst) Sussex. 
Subsidy assessments. 
(As of ', Iiundred of Shewswell, Hastings Rape) 
; C, 00.22. 2 Elizabeth Thomas Roberts Esq. in lands (Commissioner) 
23-- , lizabeth Thomas Roberts$ gent, in goods 37 D ýE6 
Mistress Elizabeth Roberts2 in lands : C9 24. 1-2 Charles I Walter Roberts$ gent., in lands Q. 16so 
19. B. &C. 1 20. P. R. O. 
21. B. &C. 7 22. P. R. O. ) 23. P. R. O. 
mother 
24. P. R. O., 
loc. cit. 
C. -142/579/46. loc-cit. and H. C. MS., C. 27., f-89- 
E- 179/190/266. 
E. 179/190/332. Evidently the uncle and grand- 
of the younger John Roberts. (B. &C., loc. cit) 
E- 179/191/377a. 
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SACKVILLEI*Baron Buckhurstt later Earl of Dorset. 
Origins. 
The early history of the Sackvilles who rose to such 
eminence in the sixteenth century lies outside the scope of this study; yet it is noteworthy that while they were of the 
new aristocracy and owed their title and much of their wealth to the Tudor dynasty whom they so outstandingly served, their 
origins were by no means obscure. kmong the gentry and 
nobility of Elizabethan Sussex, there was, perhaps, no family 
which could rival them in influence at Court or in the county 
as a whole; of the other titled families mainly resident in 
Sussex, all but one fell foul of the government at one time or 
another during the reign. Members of the Fitzalan) Howard, 
Lumley or Percy families werelat some time during that period2 
under house-arrest2 or were summoned for interrogation or 
tried for treason, md even Sir Anthony Browne, Viscount 
Montague, was numbered among the well-wishers of the Ridolfi 
conspiracy. l. Thomas Sackville7 Lord Buckhurst7 however7 
steered a steady course as a loyalist. Only Baron De la Warr, 
could claim a similarly consistent devotion. 
The influence of the Sackvilles in Sussex itself was 
probably partly due to their long connection with the county. 
As Miss Sackville-West has written, "Sussex, in fact, was 
their cradle long before they came into Kent. Buckhurst2 
which they had owned since the twelfth century2 was at one 
time an even larger house than Knole, aid to their own vault 
in the pgish Church of Withyam, they were invariably brought 
to rest" Buckhurst House in the parish of Withiam, Hartfield 
Hundred, Pevensey Rape, had originally belonged to the family 
of Dene who had also hel the manor of 'Brochest' at the time 
of the Domesday Inquest. 
19 
Ralph de Dene who had held both 
of these properties at that timeq left a daughter and 
coheiress7 Ela, through whom they passed to her husband, 
Jordan de Sackville. From him they descended through 4. 
generations of Sackvilles right down to the sixteenth century. 
It was only some time after "the more eligible residence of 
Knowle in Kent" had been conferred on, Lord Buckhurst in June, 
1566, that a considerable part of Buckhurst House was pulled 
down and the materials used for building the hospital called 
Sackville Colleýe in East Grinstead2 founded in 1608 by the 
Earl of Dorset. - Before that, Buckhurst House had been the 
1. See Part III, ch. 11 and notes on these famili)s- 
2. V. Sackville-liest: Knole and-the Sackvilles2 (1923) 18- 
Cf. S-A-C-) ix) 178T -which says Bayham'Abbey in Sussex was, 
in early times2 the family burial place. See also P-C-C- 
17 Laffenham, the will of Sir Thomas Sackville, who died 
in 1433) and wished to be buried there. 
[______"_________"-. 
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main family residence2 and tradition has it that the Queen's 
grant of Knole to the Sackville family was made "on account 
of the foul ways in Sussex" which made acgess from Buckhurst to London nearly impracticable in winter. , Naturally the very inaccessibility of Buckhurst2 "at that date still an 
uncultivated and almost uninhabited district wýere droves of 
wild swine rootled for acorns under the oaksti-I - suggests that 
neither Lord Buckhurst, nor his father, Sir Richard Sackville, 
who had2 in his time, considerable public responsibilities as 
under treasurer of the Exchequer7 could have spent much time 
there. But their long association with the place must have 
lent the family a good deal of local prestige. 
Old Buckhurst, the ancient home of the Sackvillest has 
been described in an article in the Sussex A. rchaeological 
Collections. 8. Of it nothing now remains, according to 
Horsfield, but "a solitary tower of good masonryll, and there 
is some doubt as to the ap roximate date of the building 
whose ruins still survive5- The existence of certain 
architectural plans for Buckhurst House, drawn up by one John 
Thorpe, an eminent architect of the Elizabethan and Jacotean 
periods living between 1570 and 1621, has sometimes led to 
the assumption that Tho4las Sackville2 Lord Buckhurst) actually 
carried them out2 and that he founded & completed a residence 
there which was so shortly after abandoned in favour of 
Knole. This theory has been challenged by-W. D. Scull, who 
gives reasons for believing that the existing ruins at 
Buckhurst Ire the remains of a building erected between 1501 
and 1536. lu- He refers to the device of Queen Catherine of 
Aragon embodied in the structure of the work, a conceit which 
would probably occur to no builder after the initiation of 
the "divorce" proceedings - and to the will of Sir John 
Sackville, dated 1556, which refers to his "new lodgings at 
Buckhurst". It is suggested in W. D. Scullts article that 
Sir John Sack-ville and his son, Sir Richard "Fillsack" 9 who has sometimes been described at the founder of the family 
fortunes, were content to live in that Thomas Sackville, the 
3. Horsfield, ii 393-4. 
4. Ibid. It seems that) in the case of the manor of Buckhurstj 
there was an interruption, for, in-1273, on the death of 
one of the Sackvilles) the manor was seized by the Queen's 
bailiffs for her own use, though the son and heir was 
granted free warren there in 27 Edward I. (Horsf ield, 1,394) 
The manor itself was granted to Edward Sackville and 
Margaret, his wife, on 1 August, . 1442. (B. &. C- 300n. ) 5. Horsfield, 1 393. 
6. S. A-C 62t, V. Sacýviýýe-West2 OD-cit, 39. -V. oaekv'11ý6-les op. ci 7-, 
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grandson2 later considered cramped quarters7 and that Thomas, 
whose correspondence shows that he was absent from BuckhUrst 
a great deal, perhaps partly for that reason, intended to 
build a much larger mansion. This idea was apparently never 
carried out although architectural plans were drawn up, since 
Buckhurst realised it would be more practical to spend his 
time and money on reconditioning Knole. 11- 
It should7 perhaps7 be Pointed out that although the 
Queen granted the reversion of the manor of Knole to Thomas 
Sackville in June, 1566, this grant was subject to a lease 
to the Earl of Leicester7 by whom the estate was again sub- 
let and it was not until 1603 that Buckhurst, or the Earl 
of 
Lrset 
as he then was, came into possession. It was only 
then that he was able to set to work to re-build part of 
Knole House from the plans which had been supplied at an 
earlier date by John Thorpe7 which project was finished in 
1605, only three years before Dorsetts death. 12. 
By Queen Elizabeth's accession7 the Sackvilles, though 
still outside the ranks of the peerage7 were very well 
established both socially and materially. Concerning their 
early history7 Miss Sackville-West has written that the first 
Sackville of whom there is any authentic record is Herbrand 
de Sacklill 1ý. a contemporary of William I whom he accompanied 
to England. "Descending from him is a long monotonous 
list of Sir Jordans, Sir Andrews, Sir Edwards and Sir 
Richards, carrying us through the Crusades, the French wars 
and the Wars of the Roses, but none of whom has the slightest 
interest until we got to Sir Richard Sackville in the time -, I 
of Henry VIII to Elizabeth) from his wealth called 'Sackfill"', 
or 'Fillsack' L though not, 
it appears7 either griping or 
penurious". 1 
8. S. A. C'j, liv, 62 et seqq 
9. Horsf eld) i ý93- 
10. A. C., liv2 8 et seqq. 
11. Ibid., et seqq; cf. D. N. B. -, sub "Thomas Sackvillet Lord 
Buckhurst and lst Earl of Dorsett, etc , which says he re- 
built BucIdiurst House between 1560 ana'1565. On 20 
August, 16027 Buckhurst wrote to Sir Robert Cecil that 
he had not been in Sussex "but on two days these five or 
six years". (H. M. C. Hgtfield MSS3 xii, 309). 
12. 5) 38-19; H. M. C. Sackville 
(Knoldoj" P. xiiio 
13- V- Sackville-West, 29. et seqq, 
14. Ibid. 2 30o 
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Despite this summary dismissal of all the early 
Sackvilles, it is$ perhaps, wort4i noting that one of them w 
three times county member for Sussex in Richard Uts reignjffo 
and theirltame occurs frequently on the list of early 
, 17- Sheriffs. - They appear in the list of Sussex gentry of 1411, 
and, according to one writer7 derived their arms chiefly from 
the De Veres$ since Sir Jordan de Sackville wVB died in 9 John, 
had married a daughter of the Earl of Oxford. -Lue 
At the beginning of the Elizabethan period, they had 
property scattered fairly widely through the Eastern part of 
the county, and in the course of the reign they acquired 
more. Apart from their lands in the parish of Withiam 
itself, including Buckhurst est44te, 19-the Sackvilles held 
the manor of Chiddingly in Shiplake Hundred which they 
acquired-in 1345 by virtue of a marriage to a De la Beche 
heiress2,1-'IJeth6iigh A Sackville had been named in a mijjýary 
return of 1316 as a landholder in Chiddingly parish. 
Thereafter7 Chiddingly Park was the occasionali and sometimes 
the principal residence of the Sackvilles; John Sackville 
Esq, who died in 1557) the father of Sir Richard Sackville, 
had a seat there and resided at it in his later years. 
22. 
Sir Richard Sackville was Chancellor of the Court of 
Augmentations in 1ý481 and among the lands which came to 
the Sackvilles in the 16th century, not a few had been 
monastic. 23. For example, the prebendal estates of the 
Saxon College at Bosham which had been retained by the Crown 
after the Dissolution2 were granted in 6 Elizabeth to Sir 
Richard Sackville, who shortly after exchanged these and 
other lands for the lands of the dissolved priory of 
Wilmington; the latter had formerly been in the hands of the 
Dean and Chapter of Chichester2 and were more conveniently 
situated for the Sackvilles, being in Pevensey Rape, while 
15. S. A. C., xxxi, 110. 
16. P. R. O. Sheriffs. 
17- S. A. C. ) xxxix l0l.? 18. S. A. C., vi? 7- 
19. horsfield, 17 393 et seqq 
20. S. A. C., lxii7l3-14; §. A. C: j xiv7 215-t6;. Horsfield, 
17 
3T4-et seqq. 
21. S. A. C., xiv7 214. 
22. S,. A. C., xiv7 216; Horsfield7 loc. cit; S. A. C. iv7 56 et 
seqq. A cadet branch of the family7 lately of Dorking 
and subsequently of Blechingly7 Surrey7 leased certain 
property in Chiddingly previous to 1593- (V. infra7 
Sackrille of Chiddingly; and P-C-C- 33 Nevell, will of 
John Sackville Esq. of Chiddingly, dt. 1593) 
-. 
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Bosham was close to the Hampshire border. 24* The manor of 
Folkingtong adjacent to Wilmington, was also Sackville 
property at Sir Richard Sackville's death. 25- The manor of 
Aldwick, formerly monastic propertyt was granted by Henry VIII 
to a Sackville jointly with another though the Sackvilles 
gave up their rights in it in 156o. 
ý6- The site of the 
priory of Michaelham in the-parish of Arlington, and all its 
dependencies, were granted after the Dissolution to Sir 
Richard Sackville2 from whom they passed in 1 Edward VI to 
the Bakers of Mayfield. 27- Subsequently they came into the 
hands of a branch of the Pelhams who fell on hard times 
financially, so that in 1601, to liquidate his debts, Herbert 
Pelham Esq. was obliged to convey the site of the priory 
itself and all its appurtenances includin ýhe manor of 
Michaelham, to Lord Buckhurst for : C4,70058 On the 
Dissolution of the College of South Malling, the parsonage 
and advowson of the vicarage of South Malling were granted 
by Henry VIII to one of the Palmers whose son re-conveyed 
them to the Crown. In 33 Elizabeth, these, together with 
the manor and other property were granted to Sir Thomas 
Sackville and his heirs in return for a sum of money) and 
they remained in Sackville hands until shortly ajýer the 
death of Richard, third Earl of Dorset, in 1624.0 The 
manor of Drayton, granted to Richard Sackville when Boxgrove 
priory was dissolved$ was later sold by him to Thomas 
Bishop Esq. 30. 
Other lands included the manoi of Brighthelmstone held 
by Sir Richard Sackville in 1566,31-the manor of Bexhill 
granted by the Queen to Lord Buckhurst in 1570,32. and certain 
property in the parish of Seddlescombe which ame into the 
hands of the Sackvilles in the 17th century. 3S* 
23. 
24. 
D. N B. 
S. A. C. viii, 195-16; ý, --&4ý; Horsfield, 
Horsfield, 1) 324. 
S. A. C. 9 xix, 112n. S. A. C., xiii796. 
Horsfield, 11 325; see 
S. A. C., =cvi, P2. 
S. A. C., xxxiv) 194. 
Horsfield, 1,111. 
S. A. C.. xix. 22. 
also ivt 56n, and 58 et seqq; lxix2 
325* 
25* 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31* 
32. 
33. 
also notes on 'Pelham,. 
V. C. H. 'Suss6x, I ix, 278; S. k. C. Ilxvil 181 et seqq; -191-23 
and Horsfield, 1,524. 
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The Sackvilles were not without their town properties in 
the Elizabethan period. In ewes, the manor of Southover which 
formerly belonged to the pritry of St. Pancras outside the 
town2 was granted after the Dissolution first to Thomas 
Cromwell and later to Anne of Cleves, but reverted to the 
Crown in each case, and was finally granted by Queen Elizabeth 
in 1559 to Sir Richard Baker and Sir Richard Sackville 
eventually coming into the sole possession of the latt' 34c, er. 
His son, Lord Buckhurst, built a mansion in Lewes towards the 
close of the sixteenth century, near the ruins of Lewes 
Priory, which was known as "Lord's House". It was burned 
down in the late seventeenth century. 35- In London Sir 
Richard Sackville bvught in 1564, for f-641.5.10ý-A., "The 
whole of the land lying between Bridewell and Water Lane from 
Fleet Street to the Thameesý2 including the town house of the 
Bishop Salisbury, Salisbury House, later called Dorset 
House. 39f When these premises proved inadequate they were 
extended into the Strand and eventua; ly into Whitehall where 
a second Dorset House was built after the Fire on the site 
of the present Treasury. 
In addition to their land and house-property, the 
Sackvilles had a considerable interest in the Sussex iron- 
industry. In a list of mmers of forges and furnaces in 
Sussex dated 1574) Lord Buckhurst is entered as owning one. 
forge in Fletching which was in the hands of Mr Leech2 one 
forge in Ashfield in the hands of Mr Reif, and one forge and 
one furnace in Parrock in the hands of George Bullen. -379 The 
Sackvilles also had interests in the industry outside 
Sussex. 38. 
34. Horsfield, ij 216. 
35- S. A. C., xliii) 218; Horsfield, 1,215. On 29 Marchq 
Lord Buckhurst bought the Barony of Lewes from 
the Earl of Derby for ý: 4,000. (P. R. O., Close Roll, 18 
Eliz., pt. 5) 
36. V. Sackville-West, 31; 
P. xiii. 
37- S. A. C., 111,242; see 
514. 
38. S. A. C. 2 ii2 187. 
H. M. C. Sackville (Knole) IISS2; 12 
also Appx. 29 and Horsfield, 1,3551 
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Two of the three main branches of the Sussex Sackvilles 
in the Elizabethan period, namely the Sackvilles of Seddlescombe and the Sackvilles of Buckhurst in Withiam, were 
both descended from John Sackville of Chiddingly . Es who had been Sheriff of Surrey and Sussex in 1527-18 1%-t17 
and 1546-17, and who died on 26 September, 1557. ý9- He 4d 
married twice and had issue by his first wifeg Margaret2a84 
daUghter of Sir William Boleyn of Blickling, Norfolk, and aunt 
of Queen Anne Boleyn. Their children were two sons, Richard 
and Christopher, and three daughters who married into the 
families of Lunsford, Ashburnham and Pelham respectively. 41. 
The eldest son who became Sir Richard Sackville of 
Withiam is described by Miss Sackville-West as "the founder 
of the family fortunell. 42- As first cousin to Queen Anne 
Boleyn, it is perhaps significant that the beginning of his 
public career can be dated from the opening of the Reformation 
Parliament in which he sat as M. P. for Arundell he being at 
that time steward to the Earl of Arundel. 43- From 1529, his 
public responsibilities multiplied and with them the 
opportunities for the enrichment and advancement of himself 
and his family. He was appointed under treasurer of the 
Exchequer and treasurer of the army in about 15391 and in 
1542 he became escheator of Surrey and Sussex. Meanwhilet 
he was constantly engaged in local administration as a J. P. 
and, for example7 as a Commissioner for sewers2 an important 
office in a coastal county. Under Edward VI he took a still 
more prominent Part in public life, being appointed on 24 
August, 1548, Chancellor of the Court of Augmentations7 an 
office which gave him "ample opportunities of enriching 
himself". 44- In 1552, three years after he had been knighted$ 
he was made Commissioner for the sale of Chantry lands, and, 
in 1554) he became a Privy Councillor. Under Queen 
Elizabeth, he supervised the arrangements for her coronation) 
and was present at the first meeting of her Council. Among 
the duties allocated to him in the new reign were those of 
the Steward of the Duchy of Lan6aster lands in Sussex; he 
was appointed to this office on the recommendation of the 
Earl of Arundel. 45. He was a J. P. of Sussex from the 
beginning of the reign until 1565 and was Custos Rotulorum in 
39. Horsfield.. i.. 355; S. A. C. 0=10110; Meg. 
C-1427 I IBM 
40. 
_B. 
&C., 300, cf. D. N. B. 7. sub "Sir Richard Sackville", 
which says lAnnet 
41. B. &C., loc. cit. 
42. V. Sackville-Idesti 31. 
43- D. N. B. 
44.15-. 14. B. 
45. Cal. S. P. D., 1_54Z-1803 123- 
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1562.46* He had been M. P. for Arundel in 1529, for Chichester 
in 1547, for Portsmouth in April, ý9145pj and in jjizabethl s 
reign was M. P. for Sussexj in 15 1 *and 1563* In 
addition to being related to the queen, his own son and heir 
being her second cousin, - Sir Richard was a friend of her former tutor, Roger Ascham, whom he encouraged to write "The 
Schoolmaster" . 49. Perhaps the most memorable thing about Sir Richard Sackville was the way in which he established the 
fortune of his family, acquiring monastic lands and ready 
money for himself and his descendants, and even for more 
distant relatives. ýO- His son and heir, Thomas, succeeded 
him in 1566o 
Oýe of the cadet branches of the family, the Sackvilles 
of Seddlescombe, were the descendants of Sir Richard's 
younger brother Christopher, who marrild Constance, daughter 
of Thomas Culpepper of Bedgberyj Kent. 1- He was named in his 
father, John Sackville's will of 1556, and his own will was 
proved in 1558.52- He resided at Worth and left two sons, John 
and Andrew, of whom John, the elder, was for a time resident 
at Brede, and later at Seddlescombel he having married a 
Seddlescombe heiress. 
Another important cadet branch of the family2. flourishint 
in Elizabethan Sussex2 the Sackvilles of Chiddingly, were 
descended2 not from John Sackville of Chiddingly Esq., (v. supra: 
who died in 1557, but from his uncle, Edward Sackville of 
Dorking, who was, himself a second son. Edward Sackville's 
son and heir was William 
Lckville 
of Bletchingly, Surrey. 
He died in 1557. It was his eldest son, John, who settled 
at Chiddingly gnd headed this branch of the family in 1580, 
dying in 1593-53- 
46. P. R. O. Assizess 351 
MS, 1218, f-90- 
47, He was also elected 
Sussex. See Ot"ii 
48. 
49. 
50. 
510 
52. 
53. 
S. E. Circuit, Sussex, 1-7; B-M-Lansd- 
for Kent but chose to represent 
1 Returms; and N Fuidge: The 
se of-Conuýons, li63-179 (Un-tv-- Of 
London, -M. A. tilesis) tiect Ibid 0' 2-N. B.; V. Sackville-Ulest, 
E. g., S. A. C. 2 xxvt4l. B. &C., loc. citt D-N-B-sub 
P*C. C. 48 ChTyýay; P. c. c. 
B. &C., loc. cit. 
111 287. (' 
30-11. 
"Sir Richard Sackvillell. 
46 Welles. 
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Whether armigeropa. 
The Sackvilles of Withiam) being of the peerage by then, were 
not mentioned in the 1570 Visitation. They appear in the 1411 
list of Sussex gentry . 24. The Sackvilles of Seddle,; combe appear in the 1634 and 1662 
Visitations of Sussex. 22- 
U) Saclw. ille of Buckhurst JLn Withiame 
Members of the famLl 
Head of the family-in 15ý0. 
... ... ...... Sir Thomas Sackville, Lord Buckhurst and eventually lst 
Earl of Dorsetj eld. son and heir of Sir Richard 
Sackville, J*P. Sussex, 1559-1565, (v. supra) who died 
21 April, 1566, and of Winifred, his wife, d. of Sir 
John Bridges, (or Bruge ) who was Lord Mayor of London 
in 1520. She remarriedtill: it4 Paulet, Ist Marquis of 
0 Winchesger and died in 1586 and was buried in 
Westminster 
Abbey, 
1536, born at Buckhurst in Withiamg Sussex-57,, 
Educated at the grammar school at Sullington. (See also 
under 'Education'). In early life, devoted himself, 
mainly to literature$ collaborating with Thomas Norton 
in the writing of "The Tragedy of Gg. rboduc". Was also. 
interested in music. By the age of 21, e-was married 
and had entered on his political career. 
4- 
1558t M. P. for Westmoreland; 59.1559, East Grinstead; 
1563, Aylesbury. 60- 
61. 
Appears to have had pecuniary difficulties early in life. 
............. I ...... ... - ....... I ..... ... 
54. S. A. C., xxxix, 101'. S-A-C., vi, 76. 
55. S -A. C , =i) 
-1-23--H. C-MS, C. 27. 
rý 
113; 
r 56. D-N. B': and G. C., iv, 422, say he was the only son. 
M. B. &C., loc. cit. t which says he may have had a younger brother. ... 57. D. N. B.; G. E. C., iv7 422; 11,384. 
58. D. N. B., G. E. C., iv, 422n., V. Sackville- West2 31-33)41. 
59. Va--salso elected for East Grinstead but chose to sit for 
jjestýiioreland. (G. E. C., iv, 422n. ) 
60. Officilll Returns,; 
61. D--N-B.; V. Backville-West, 36-38. 
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1563, toured France and Italy. 1564, acted as an envoy on the Pope's behalf in an attempt to restore the Supremacy of the 
Holy See. LýWas, gbroad when his father died, 21 April215661 and 
11,5 hurried home:. ] 0; '-- 
June, 1566, the Queen presented him with Knole2 but as it was let and sub-let, he could not take posseusion until 1603.63- 
8 June, 1ý671 was knighted and created Baron Buckhurst on the 
same day-64. 
, 1-ý68'and 1571, on missions to France. 1572, qrje of the peers who sentenced the Duke of Norfolk to 
death. t)) - 
Augusti 1573, wrote to Burghley suggesting a marriage betygen 
the latterts daughter, Elizabethl and his own son, Robert. 00- 
Was m2ge a Privy Councillor 
Fbetween-june-i-1-582-and February, 
1586*%jt 
1587, Ambassador to the Low Countries after Leidesterts return* 
Lost the Queen's favour temporarily by his conduct of the 
peace negotiations with Spain. June, 1587) was abruptly 
recalled and placed under house-arrest for some time gn his 
return. Restored to favour after Leicester's death. 6 
1589, nominated and instituted K. G. 
tloa589 and 1598, Ambassador extraordinary to the Low Countries. 
ý 
1591, Commissioner for the Treaty with France. 1598, tried 
to negotiate peace with Spain. 
1591, Chancellor of Oxford University. 
, ý- 
N -G. Bayne: Anglo-Rornan o 53ao 0;; 
C Relations, 1558-165, 62. D 
d Historical and Lite-rary btuales, 11, Oxford, 
205-208* 
xford, 913) 
63. V. Sackville-West, 5,38; D. N. B. 
64. D. N. B.; G. E. C. t iv, 422. 65. D. N. B. 
69. 
Nov., 1591 - May, 1592, joint Commissioner of the Great Seal. 
Mzy7 1599, Lord Treasurer. (For serious charges of carruption 
made against him while he was in office, and for a Star Chamber libel case arising therefrom, see Pt. jjjj ch. 19 n-77- 
1601, Lord High Steward presiding over Essex's trial. 
Dec., 1601, joint Commissioner for office of Earl Marshal. 
March, 1604, created Earl of Dorset. 
1604, Commissioner for peace negotiations with Spain. King of Spain granted him a pension of falooo. 70. 
In Sussex: - J. P., 1559 - end of the reign at least, of the Quorum from 1562ý and Custos Rotulorum from ; 573.71. 
Commissioner for Musters & for the Restraint of Grain, c. 1585. 
1569 and 1570, and August 1586 tý end of the reign at least$ joint Lord Lieutenant of 
Aussex 
. 
ý29 
1584) appealed to Walter Covert for help in getting Sir- 
Thomas Mh. 1rXd-j--n and Robert Sackville the county* seats. 73- 
These seat's were contested by Herbert Pelham and George Goring. (For the unfriendly relations between the Pelhams 
and the Gorings one the one hand, and Lord Buckhurst on the 
other, see Part III, ch-2. of this thesis, and MSS references there*given). 
Had dxtensive landed property in Sussex$ his father having 
settled a reat part of his estate on him even during his 
lifetime. 
A. 
In early life$ he resided at Buckhurst and 
planned to re-build and extend the mansion there, though 
these plans were never carried out. (V. supral notes on 
origins. ) 
.......... 
66. B. M. Lansd. MS* 17, ff-39 et seqq. 67- G. E. C., loc. git. 68. D. N. B.; cal. S. P. D. 
-,, -1581-190,420, no. 
63" 422, no. 14; 
A. P_. C.. 1 7-18.176-17; H. M. C. Hatfield msst pt. iiij 
280-11-, 283-1-4-; _ See also H. M. C. 2nd Report244. and 45; 
and B. M. Add. MS. 48110ý' ff-51-79b, 81-84a; B. M. Add. MS, 
4§078, passim, and B. M. 'Idd. MSI 48127, ff. 2-196. 69. D. N. B.; G. E. C. iv, 423- 
70- D. N2B 
71. P. R. O. Assizes, 35, S. E. Circuit, Sussex, 1-44; Cal. Pat. 
Rollsj. 1560-1ý, 443; B. M. Egerton MSI 2345, f)33b. Also- 
B. M. Earl MS. 474, ff. 80b and 92. 
72. See Appx. l. 
-- 
---- 
_- 
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1569, obtained from King's College7 Cambridge7 a grant of the 
manor of Withiam and the advowson of the Church there. 75. 
Sometime before 1577, he built a house, soon afterwards burnt 
down2 qý6Part of the site of Lewes Priory, granted to his 
father. The Queen planned to visit him there in 1577 but the 
project was frustrated by the plague. 77. 
During his lifetime) he Purchased a considerable amount of 
property in Sussex, Pa ing for example, : E4)000 for the Barony 
of Lewes on 29 Mch. 
M6)ý8-and 
f-41700 for the property of 
:L 
Herbert Pelham at Mic 79- He undertook the re-building 
of Knole shortly before his death at huge expense*80. C21 
19 April, 1608, died suddenly at the Council table at 
Whitehall. Fimeral service at Westminster Abbey. Bur. 26 May 
at WithIpt in the Sackville chapel adjoining the par sh 
church-O-L* Will dt. 11 Aug., 1607; pr. 31 Jany 16002. 
I&p*Mo) 839 
Wife. 
Ciceley, d. of Sir John Baker of Sissinghurst, Yent7 sometime 
Speaker of the House of Commons, and of Elizabeth, d. of 
Thomas Dinley. Md. in 1555. ghe died 1 October, 1615 and s 
bur. at Withiam, 8 Oct .1 1615.84- Her will pr. Feb., 1616. 
W 
73- EA--c-s x1viii, 9; B. M. Add. MS, 5702 f. 189. 
74. AI. Coll inso, Peerage of England3 (181237ii2lO9-110. 
75. D. N. B. 
76. Ibid. S ee also B. H. Calendar, A- 36. 
77. S*A*C*j vj 191* 
78. P. R. O. Close Roll, 18 Eliz., pt-5- 
79. S. A. C., 
- - - 
vil 161. See alsog for other purchasesjS. N-Q-jiv2 
, 
S. R. S., xix, 45; S. A. C., ix, 329; S-A-C-txiv75l- ! 19 ý, 
80. D. N. B.; V. Sackville. -West, 39. 
81. D. N. B.; G. E. C., ) iv, 423. 82. P. C. C. 1 Dorset. 
83- P. R. O. ) C. 142/311/110- 84. G. E. C., iv) 422, Visitation of Kent3 1619, (N,., 'jrl. Soc. Pubnqt 
xiii, 63) B. &C-2 loc-cit. 
85. P. C. C. 9 Cope. 
6 
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(Sackville7 Baron Buckhurstj later Earl of Dorset, continued. ) 
86. 
Children. 
Robert Later 2nd Earl of Dorset. Born, 1561. m. P. 1584, 
Sussex; 1588t Lewes; 1592,1597,16012 04-18, 
sussex. 87- A man of singular learning3g- Engaged 
in tradin ventures, having ships in the Mediterranean 
In 1602.85. Styled Lord Buckhurstt 1604-18, 
succeeding to the Earldom of Dorset on his fatherts 
death. 90i 1591 - end of reign at least, J. P. 
Sussex. 9 -16012 Deputy Lieutenant of Sussex. 92. 
l6o8-, qj joint Lord Lieutenant of Sussex. Survived 
his father less than a year, dying 27 Feb., 1609 
at Dorset Houset Sa sbury Court, Londo aged 48. 
Buried at Withiam. 9k Will. 94. I. p. M. 9 Left funds 
for the foundati n of a hospital for the poor at 
East Grinstead. 99"o 
Henry 
William Born c. 1568. Knighted in France Oct 1589, by 
HenrysIV6aged 19 years old. Killed 
Rghting 
again te Catholic League in 1591.97- 
Thomas Born 25 May 1571.. Fought the Turks, 1595. Died 
Zxg., 1646. §8. 
Anne 
Jane 
Mary 
Education. ' Universities. Inns-of Court. 
Father Traditionally of Hart HalljOxf., Adm. Inner 
and of St. John's Coll., Cambridge. Tem le Nov. 
Cr. M. A. Camb-i30 Aug. )1571 and 174160- incorpo at OXfo a. 6 Jan o91591-12oD .0 
ýf 
call to 
Chancellor of Oxfo Univ., 17 Dec. 1the Bar 
1591 -160 8--9 9 o, , uncertain . 
101 
Sons Robert, Hart Hall, Oxfo Matric,. Robert, Student 
entry -under dt. 17 Dec. s1576, . of Inner 
aged 1162. BoA. and M. A--) 3 June, Temple, 158OJ03o 
1579- 
Henry, Hart Hall, Oxfo)matric. 
entry dto 22 June, 1582, aged 
14,104. 
86. G. E. C., iv, 423; D. N. B.; Collins, iij 146. 
87. Officia l Returo s H*, Matthews: Personnel of the 
Parliam ent of 13 
A4 (Univ. of-London M. A. thesis), 
Sect. 111,196. 
88. D. N. B., G. E. C., iv, 423n. 
89. 
'-S . _".. ___-.. ---. _. -. - -- 
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(Sackville, Baron Buchhurstj latet Earl of Dorset, continued) 
Education contd. 
Universities. Inns of Court. 
(Sons contd. ) William, Harj; HalljOxf-j William) adm- Inner 
Hart Hall, Oxf., matric. Te-mple7 1585, at the 
entry dt. 22 June, I. 582, instance of his father 
aged 12. B. A. 18 Feb., a member of the InnIO6 
1585 . 105- 
Thomas7 Ha t Hall, Oxf., Thomas, adm. Inner 
matric. entry, dt. 22 June, Temple, 15852 at 
1582, med 11. B. A. 18 Feb., the instance 18g. 1585.7- his father. 
Marriages-of children. 
Robert 2-nd Earl of Dorset, md. twice7 (a) Lady Margarett 
only d. of Thomas Howard, 4th Duke of Norfolk by 
his 2nd wife, Margaret, d. and h. of Thomas Audley, 
Baron Audley of Walden* Licenced by the Bishop of 
London, 4 Feb. t 1580. She was suspected of attending Mass. They had six children of whom Richard became 
the third Earl and Edward the fourth* 18ýchard 
alienated many of the Sackville lands. e She died 
19 August, 1591 and was buried at Withiam. Robert 
Southwell, the Jesuit2 ublished "Triumphs over Death" 
-in 1596 in her honour. 
110- 
(b) Anne7 wid. of Henry 
Compton, lst Lord Compton and before that of William 
Stanley, Lord Monteagle, ýth daughter of Sir John 
Spencer of. &lthorp, Northants. They were married, 
4th Dec., 1592. Dorset complained of his wife's 
misconduit and was negotiating for a separation when 
he died. 11- There was no issue of this marriage. 
She died 22 Sept. 9 1618.112. 
90. G. E. C., ivi 423- 
91. P. R. O. Assizes, 35, S. E. Circuit, Sussexi 33-34. 
92. See Appx. 2. 
93- G. E. C., loc. cit. 
94. P. C. C. 2-3-&-57--Dorset. 
95. P. m., c. 142/312/128. 
96. D. N. B. 
97- 15-. N. B. sub "Thomas Sackville) lst Earl of Dorset"; collinbc 
iiyý146. 
98. Ibid. 
99. Al-Ox. j iv, 1298- Al. Cant., iv7 2. 100. Inner Temple Admissions,, -20. 101. Al. Cant., -loc. cit. 102. Al-Ox., loc. cit, 
103- Ibid. -; not in Admission Register. 
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(Sackville; Baron BucIdiurst, later Earl of Dorset, continued. ) 
Marriages of children contd. 
Henry 
William 
Thomas 
113- Anne md. Sir Henry Glemham of Glemham, Suffolk. 
Jane md., in Feb. 15917 Anthony, Viscount Montague. They 
had six daughters, two of whom became nuns$ and one 
son, Francis. 114. 
Mary. md. Sir Henry Nevill, son and h. of Edward, Lord 
Abergavenny. He became 7th Lord Abergavenny. 115* 
SlIbsidy assessments,. 
(As of Hundred of Baldslow, Hastings Rape. ) 
38 Henry VIII Richard Sackville Esq., in lands ýC66. 
(As of Hundred of Hartfield, Pevensey Rape. ) 
116. 
John Sackville E. Sq., in lands ýQ 
Z-his father_7- ' 
104. Ibid 
10.1 "-,, A: k., O; c. 10c. cit. 
106. Inner-Temple-Admissions, 113- 
107- Al. -Ox. 1-loc. cit . ...... 108. iriner-TemRIe. Admissions, loc. cit. 
109. D. N. B. 1-sub-"Robart-Sackville 2nd Earl of Dorset, 11; see 
also-e-9. B-Ii. Calendar C. 2ýý. 
110. Ibid; and G. E. C., iv, 423. 
111. D. N. B. ) G. E. C. i iv, 423n. 112. Ibid.; G. E. C. ) iv; 423. 113- D. N. B. $ Collins, OP-cit. iij Elivnbethpn Politicnl -Scene, 
xy-295];. xii, 565-1-6.. 
114. Ibid; S. A-C I viiq 173. 115. To__11insj., oP: cit- 11,146. 
116. P-R-O., E. -1797190/225* 
146. J. E. Neale: The 
MSS. 
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(Sackville, Baron Buckhurstj later Earl of Dorset, continuedl) 
(ii) Sackville of Seddlescombe. 
Mem ers of the family. 
Hegd of the family in 15801. 
John Sackville of Seddlescombel Sussex, Esq., eld. s. and heir 
of Christopher Sackville of Worth Esq. whose will was dt. 
27 Aug., 1558, pr. 28 Feb., 1558.117- and who was the younger 
brother of Sir Richard Sackville who died in 1566, - and of Constjn1ge2 his wife, d. of Thomas Culpepper of Bedgberyj Kent) 
Esq. 0 
1562-'39 Escheator of Surrey and Sussex. 119* 1563) M. P. East Grinstead. 120. 
1ýpl-and. 1602) J. P. Sussex, as "of 
mentioned in will of first Earl-of 
1619, Commissioner for Musters. 122. 
Will dt. 21 Jan., 1618, pr. 30 Dec. 
1620.124. 
Breadell. 121. Also 
Dorset-as "of Breade Esq. *. 
1619.123- I. P. M., 14 June7 
Wife. 
Joan2 d. and coh. of John Downton of Seddlescombet Sussex, 
"Descended out of Dorset". Marriage-settlement, 22 July, 
1589.125. 
Children. 126. 
Sackville of Hancocks, Seddlescombe. 6 Mch, 1617- 127- Aged 30 and more 
26 JuHý 1639.128. 
1628* - Executor to brother, 
Seddlescombe. 
Constance Bap. 1601 at Seddlescombe. 
Thomas Later Sir Thomas 
Perhaps cr. K. B., 
in 1620. Will pr 
John knted., 16 April, 
Thomas, 
Christopher Bap. 1598 at 
Ann 
Mary 
Joan 
........... 
117- P. C. C. 46 Welles. 
118. B. &C. t 301; Collins2 112 107. 119. See Appendix 31. 
120. Official Returns. 
121. Dorse-Pat. Rolls2 P. R. 0-t C. 66/1549 and 1594. 
122o 4. -A-C t lixt 123- 123- Ve -C: 110 Parker. 124. P. R. O. C- 142/381/140- 
--. - ý;, 
j 
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(Sackvillet Baron Buckhurstt later Earl of Dorset, continued. ) 
-48 Education. 
Universities. Inns of Court. 
Father Adm. Inner Temple, Nov., 
1555.130- 
Sons Thomas2 St. John's Coll., 
Oxf. 9-matric. 21 Oct., 16089 aged 18.131. 
John, St. JohnIs Coll, 
Oxf-j matric. 21 Oct., 
1608) aged 17.132- 
liarriages of children. 133. 
Thomas md. twice: (a) Elizabeth, d0 of Samuel Boys of 
Hawkhurstj Kent. M. Sett. 2 Dec., 1615. Issue. She 
was buried 18 Sept., 1628 at SeddlejcQ-mbe. (b) Ann, 
d. of Sir Edward Boys of Fretfield, 34- wid. of 
Francis Warnett of Hampsted in Framfield who died, 
1622. Issue. 
John md. Elizabeth, eld. d. and a coh. of Sir William 
Walter of Wimbledon, Surrey. Opposed her father's will 
in 1633- Issue. 
Christopher 
Ann md. twice% (a) John French of Chiddingly, Sussex, who 
died 13 Jan-s 1631. Issue. (b) Sir Robert Forster 
of Battle, Sussex and of Egham, Surreyl Justice of 
Common Pleas. His second wife. M. Lic. at Lewes, 
15 Sept., 1631. Married at Battle, 22 Sept. $ 1631. 
Issue. 
Mary md. William White of Northiam. Sussex. Issue. 
Joan md. John White, of Northiam, 
hssex, his brother. Issue, 
Constance. 
...... ... . 
125. B. &C., 301. See also Horsfield, 1,524) 525,526. The 
seat of the Downtons and later of the Sackvilles, was 
"Hancox" in Seddlescombe parish7 Hastings Rape. 
See also Horsfield2 ij 514. 
126.13 . &C -v 301 - 127. Al-Ox, v, 1298; ef. Shaw, ia, 162. 
128. P. C. C. 102 Harvey. , 129. Al. Ox. loc. cit. - Shaw, 11 194. 
130. Inner Temple-Aamissions? 2ý- 
131. loc. cit. 
132. .... 133. B. &C., 301. 
134. Cf. B. &C., 129, "of Fretwell". 
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(Sackville2 Baron Buckhurstj later Earl of Dorset, continued. ) 
Subsidy assessments. 
(As of Hundred of Battle2 Hastings Rape). 
37 Elizabeth John Sackville, gent., in lands : e5.135- 
1-2 Charles I Sir Thomas SackvJ21e, 
knt., in lands : C7.1369 
(iii) Sackville of Chiddingly. 
Members of the famiiY. 
Head of. the family 15LO. 
John Sackville of Chiddinglyl' Esq., 
Sackville of Bletchingly, Surrey who 
1541 and died, 1557, and of Rose, d. 
of Crowhurst, Surrey. 
Was grandson of Edward Sackville of 
2nd son of Humphrey Sackville of the 
in 1488.137. 
Bap. at Bletchingly between 1541 and 
s. and h. of William 
was M. P. Bletchingly 
of Sir John GainsforA 
Dorkingg Surrey who was 
Withiam line, who died 
1544.138. 
Held the manor of Polesden Lacy, Surrey. 139- At an uncertain 
date he took Up a lease of certain lands in Chiddingly, ShiPlake Hundred, Pevensey Rape. In his will, he referred 
to "my lease of Chittinglighe". 
J. P. Sussex, 1575 - 1593-140- L587t in certificate concerning the J. PIsj mentioned as a 
J. P., then of Bramber Rape) and he and two other J. P's were 
described as "good Justyces, young men. " 141. 
Will pr. 9 May, 159.3. li? -- He arranged for his lands to 
sold to provide for his daughters. Admon. 15'May7159043 
135. P. R. O: $ E. 179/190/332. 136. P-R-0 I E. 179/191/377a. 137. B. &C. s 300. Therefore a cousin of the Sackvilles of Withiam. Robert Sackville was mentioned in the will of 
John Sackville of Chiddingly, pr. 1593, as "cosin". 
138. B. &C., 300 says he and his brother and sister were baP. 
there between those dates. 
139- Ibid. 
140. P. R. O. Assizes, 35s S. E. Circuit Sussex2 17 - 35. In the 
last of these lists, he is noteA as I'mort". 
141. S. A.. C: t 11 590 142. I'-U7- 33 kevelle 
143- Lewes administrations, B. 2/219, 
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(Sacl-. ville, Baron Buckhurstj later Earl of Dorset2 continued. ) 
Wife. 
.4 
Anne, d. of Sir William HarveY7 Clar. King of Arms. Appd. sole 
executrix in husband's will. Administration at Lewes, 15 May, 
1596.144. 
ghildren. 14 
Winifred Md. in father Is will 
Anne 
Judith 
Mary Unmd. in will of brother-in-law, 1598. Buried at 
All Saints, Lewes, 27 Nov., 1660. 
Rose Bur. 23 April, 1624, Hurdpierpoint. 
Mildred unmd. in brother-in-lawis will, 1598. 
Cicely 
Audrey 
Elizabeth Bur. 1609, at Chiddingly. 
Education. 
Universities. Inns of Court. 
Father 
Marriages of children . 
146. 
Winifred md. as his first wife2 John Porter of Cuckfield, 
gent. Issue. 
Anne md. William Crowe of Brasted, Kent. Issue. 
Judith md. Christopher Gardiner, of Surrey. 
Mary md. Ambrose Trayton of Lewes Esq. M. Lic. at 
Lewes, 2 Nov-2 1611. Md. 1611 at Chiddingly. 
He was buried at All Saints, Lewes) 23 Oct-s 
1679- Iddue- 
Rose md. as his second wife, the Rev. Christopher 
Swale2D. D. I. Rector of Hurstpierpoint, 1667- He 
remarried, and died 7 Sept., 1645, being buried 
at Hurstpierpoint. 
..... ..... 
144. Ibid. 
145. B. &C., loc. cit; all are mentioned in their father's 
, ýrill. -- 146. B. &C., loc. cit. 
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(Sackville, Baron Buckhurst) later Earl of Dorset, continued. ) 
Marriages of children3 contd. 
Mildred 
Cicely md. Thomas Whatman 
Audrey 
Elizabeth. 
Subsidy gssessments. 
.......... (As of Hundred of Buttinghill, Lewes Raýe) 147. 2 Elizabeth John Sackville, gent-2 in lands aO. 
(As of Chiddingly, ShiPlake Hundred, Pevensey Rape 
14 Elizabeth John Sackville2 gent. in lands-ýC30.148. 
18 Elizabeth John Sackville Esq. 
(CommUsioner) ý: 15.149* 
14-7. P. R. O., E. 179/190/267- But it is possible that this 
may have referred to John Sackville2 later of 
Seddlescombe. (v. supra). 
148. P. R. O. 2 E. 179/190/283. 149. E- 179/190/298. 
- 
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SCOTTe 
Origins 
The Scotts of "The Moat", or I'La Motel' in the parish of 
Iden in Hastings Rape, were a-younger branch of the Scotts 
of Scott's Hall, Kent) a well-known Kentish family. 1- 
The manor of "The Moat" had been conveyed in 1460 to 
John Scott of Scottis Hall, later Sir John, who became 
Sheriff of Kent in 39 Henry VII Comptroller of the Household 
to Edward IV2 and sometimes Marshal of Calais. 2- From him 
it passed in-1486 to his song William, later Sir William? 
also of Scottl s Ha112 who became Sheriff of Kent in 1490 
and sometime Lord Warden of the Cinque Ports and Constable 
of Dover Castle. 3. It was Sir Williamts second song Edward? 
who married Alice, daughter of Thomas Fogge, serjeant-porter 
of Calais and of Ash, Kent, and who founded the f amily of 
Scott of the Moat in Iden) Sussex. 4. 
Whether arinigerous. 
Menti ned in the 1570 Visitation of Sussex5-and in that of 
1634. 
%"o 
Members of the family. 
Head of the f amily in 1580. 
William Scott Esq. of the Moat Iden only son of Edward 
Scott Esqýfof the same who dieA c. 1ý? ý, and of Alice$ d. 
and coh. Thomas Fogge of Ash, Kent. e 
J*Pol Sussex, 1559 and 1560.8. 
1564, mentioned in the bishopts letter as of the "East 
parte, 12 "no Justice" but a I'misliker of godlie orders. 119, p 
10 
B. & C., 310- 
2. Ibid; V. C. H. 3 Sussexi ix, 154. 
3- B. &C-, loc-cit: S. R. S., xiv, no. 914. 
4. D. N. B., -Sub IIEd: w7a__r_dScott ob. 1535"- 5. ýPhillipsj 9; -. H. C. MSS G-lý and D. 11. 6. H. C. MS C. 27- 
7. B. &C-9 loc. cit; Edward Scott's will, P. C. C. 29 Hogen. 
8. P. R. O. Assizest 352 S. E. Circuit2 Sussex, 1&2. 
9. Camden Misc., ix, 11. 
- . ---_ . - 
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(Scott continued) 
1576, one of those examined for papistry by the order of the 
Bishop of Chichester. 10- 
April, 1580, named as one of those convened before'the 
Commissioner of ecclesiastical causes and remaining abroad 
on bonds. 11- 
1580, listed in the recusancy returns for the Archdeaconry of 
Lewes as one who refused to attend Church. His lands were 
valued at ; ClOO p. a., and his goods at : r. 100 "at the disposition 
of the High Commissioner of London". In another return of the 
same date, his wife, son, William, -and daughters, Elizabeth 
and Eleanor7 are also mentioned as absentees from Church. 12. 
Oct. 1585, was accounted a recusant and scheduled to rovide 
a light horse for service as a token of his goodwill. 
13- 
1585 died. I. P. M. Will dt. 23 Jan-t 15831 pr 27 Apr., 1'586.14* 
Wife. 
Maryj7d. of William) Lord Windsor. Sole executrix to her 
husband and residuary legatee. Held the Moat uring the 
lifetime of her son, William, who died 1589.1 - Mentioned 
in son, William's will. 
Children*15- 
Nicholas Aged 13 in 1570 Visitation. Died s-p. and v-p- 
William 2nd son. Aged 12 in 1570. Succeeded his father 
in 158 5. $ 1585, one Feb of those recusants listed as 
i liab e to furnish light horses for, gervice 
in the Low Countries as a token of goodwill. -L( 
Nov. 1587$ a recusant whose nd yegrly rents an- 
revenues were valued at : C20 
Will dt. 22 Dec. 1588, pr. 
0.1 - 1589, died. 
11 Feb. 1589-19- 
Edward Aged 5 in 1570- Mentioned in father's and bcother, 
Williamts 'Wills - Eleanor Mentioned in father's Will as unmarried and under 
Elizabeth 
24 years. 
Mentioned in fatherts will as unmarried and under 
24 years. 
Margaret 
........ . .. 
10. S. A. C., iii, go. 
11. ff-. MHarl. MS- 3602 f. 49. 
12. W. S-C-R-O: j D. R. 04o 90/1/37, ffl & 4. 13. Cal-S. P. D 1581-190,2747 276. 
14. S. R. S. xxxiii, 21 and P. R. O. C. 142/210/68. Also P. C. C. 
22-Windsor. 
1B &C: l loc-cit. V. C. H. Sussex, ix2 154. 19: B: &C 7 I-6-6-. -M. 
7o6 
(Scott continued) 
Education. 
Universities. Inns of Court. 
Father Perhaps adm. Gray s Innb 15257 
or, perhaps) in 1ý51.2 
Sons 
Marriages of children. 21. 
Nicholas 
William md. Elizabeth, sister of Sir Walter Leveson of 
Wolverhfiýtonj Staffs. She held the Moat in 1605. 
Issue. 
Edward md. Ann - Issue. 
Eleanor 
Elizabeth )Their brother, Williamt mentioned in his will his 
Margaret )brother-in-law) John Hankins, who was to be an 
overseer. He did not say which of his sisters 
Hankins married. 
SubsidY assessments. 
(As of Goldspur Hundred, Hastings Rape) 
2 Elizabeth William Scott Esq. in goods j: 30 23- 
14 Elizabeth William Scott Esq. in lands :r . 15: 
24. 
25 18 Elizabeth William Scott Esq. in lands . : C20. 
37 Elizabeth Mistr6ss Mary Scott in lands C10.26. 
(As of Stapl e Hundred, Hastings Rape) 27 1-2 Charles I Mistress Elizabeth Scott in - goods Q. 
17. B. M. Harl. MS 703, f. 21. 
18. B. M. Lansd. MS 53, art. 69. 
19. P. C. C. 24 Leicester. I. P. M., P. R. O. C. 142/225/54. 
20. Gray's Inn Admissions, 5 and 21. 
21. B. &C., -loc-cit. - - 22. V-C-H- c-cit- According to .7 1o this, their son, 
William, 
succeeded his father and held the property in 1620, Cf. 
B. &C., who show EdwarcUs son, William) as succeeding 
to the family property. See also P. C. C. 24 Leicester. 
23- P. R. O. E. 179/190/266. 
24. P. R. O. E. 179/190/283. 
25. P. R. O. E. 179/190/298. 
26. P. R. O. E. 179/190/332. 
27. P. R. O. E. 179/191/377a - 
oJ 
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SELWYN 
0r ta, in s 
The early origins of the Selwyns of Friston have become 
the subject of some controversy in the publications of the 
Sussex Archaeological Society. They are described , 
in two 
early numbers as probably having been "on heraldic and other 
groundst' a branch of the great Yorkshire family of Salvayne, or 
Salvinl-of Thorp-Salvin Yorks whose first recorded ancestor 
was "Richard" de CUckenail mZtioned in Domesday as a tenant 
of a. considerable number of manors in Nottinghamshire and 
Yorkshire, and who was son of Jocelyn the Fleming who came 
in with the Conqueror. 1- The arms of Selwyn are said to be 
nearly the same as those of Dawnay, a Yorkshireihmily2 and 
it is suggested that they were assumed by the Selwyns on the 
marriage of one of them with an heiress of the Dawnays. 
This account is disputed by the writer of a later 
article who can see no resemblance at all between the arms 
of the Sussex Selwyns and those of the Yorkshire Salvins. 2. 
He points out, however, that the Selwyns of Friston and the 
Selwyns of Matson, Gloucestershire, had identical coats of 
arms. He does not conclude that the Gloucestershire family 
were 4n offshoot of the Sussex one, or even that both 
derived from a common origin. Rather he considers that the 
Selwyns of Friston adopted the coat aiready borne by the 
Gloucestershire family. He says that the Selwyns of Friston 
had their arms granted in May, 1611, which arms were borne by the Gloucestershire Selwyns from the early 16th century .*I 
yet that there was no connection "that can be traced or proved" 
between the two families genealogically. He does admit that 
this theory of heraldic borrowing would fall down if thd 
Belwyns of Friston could be shown to have borne arms before 
1611. 
It is not intended to establish any genealogical 
connection between these two families or to explain the 
similarity between their coats. But it should be pointed out 
that the Selwyns of Friston appear in several versions of the 
1570 Visitation of Sussex and that one of them was included 
in the 1411 list of Sussex gentry. 3* 
Sokoco? 
2. S. A. C., 
3. for-th6 
101. 
viii, 271; and xxivs 38. 
xxxviii, 164-15. 
1570 Visitation, v. infra. 1411 listv S. A. C., xxxixv 
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(Selwyn continued. ) 
In any case, it is clear that the Sussex family was one 
of considerable antiquity and had been indigenous t their 
district for many generations. 
"The earliest connection of the Selwyns with the county 
is not-ascertainedli. 4- From 1299 to 1303, the name of Robert 
Selvans appears, but there is no further mention of anyone of 
this surname until John Selwyn married Catherineq heiress of 
Simon Sherrington, in the parish of Selmeston. This John is 
the first of hisihmily mentioned in Berry and Comber's 
pedigree. 5- His grandson, Nicholas Selwyn of Selmeston$ 
appears on the 1411-112 Subsidy Roll as having lands to the 
annual value of : C23.6.8-s which lands were those called 
Southalle, lands in Firle in Selmeston$ Ripe, Alviston, 
Jevynton and in Northiam-t- He it is who appears in the 1411 
list of Sussex gentry. This Nicholas died 4 April, 1416, and 
his I. P. M. was dated 1 November7 1420.7- His son$ William, was 
born at Selmeston g 24 August$ 1403, and proof of his age 
was taken in 1425. 
The family subsequently mpved to Friston where William's 
grandson, Thomas died in 1539-ý'* It was at Friston that the 
family flourishe& until the male line became extinct on the 
death without heirs of William Thomas Selwyn on 9 Feb., 1705.10- 
By his wife, Marger daughter and heiress of John Adam, who 
died 28 Oct., 1542, 
yi- 
Thomas had a son$ John, his only child, 
who succeeded him and was head of the family in 1580. He was 
a J. P. for nearly thirty years under Elizabeth. 
The parish of Friston2 near Eastbourneq is in the 
Hundred of Willingdon in Pevensey Rape, slightly to the West 
of Beachy Head. "The parish", says Horsfieldq itis altogether 
on the Downs" I and has extensiva view over 
both. the Cha i nel 
and the Weald as well as of wide stretehes of downland. 
2. 
Horsfield has little to say of the Selwyns beyond the fact 
that they resided for some time at Friston Place and succeeded 
the Etchinghams and the Wests in the ownership of the parish 
and also that there are two inscriptions to them in Friston 
Church@ 
4. S. A. Cl., -xv, 211-1.14s 5. B. &C., 114. 
6. S. A. C., x, 142. 
7. B. &C., loc-cit.. 
8. S. A. C. Ixvl. 212-114. 9. S. R. S., Xiv, 199, no. 919., B. &C., loc. cit. -, S. A. C., 1=2146; 
S*AoCo, xxxiii7211-114, but cf. S. A. C., xxii, 159-160 and 
Horsfield, 1) 284. 
10 S-A-C xv. 211-114.; B. &C. loc. cit. 
11: 3 Xliiil3; B. &C. 
Iloc. cit. 
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Whether armigerous. 
Named . in . list of Sussex gentryq 1411 13- 
Mentio; Ied in 1570 Visitation of Su 
L 14-and in that Of 
1634,1.7-and also in that of 1662.19! 
XI 
I 
Members of the familv. 
Head of the f amily in 1580. 
John Selwyn Esq. of Friston, only child of Thomas Selwyn Esq. 
of the same who died in Sept., 15391 and of Margery, d. and 
heiress of John Adam. (V. supra) 
1542, aged 23 at father's I. p. m. 17- 
1544, acquired one of the manors at Eastbourne, from Henry) 
2nd Earl of Rutland and Margaret, his wife. 18- 
1558, with his eldest son, obtained a grant of lands in 
Otham-19- 
1564, bishopts letter, no Justice but a "favourer of godly 
1% 
proceedings. tt2O. 
1.5ý-5-)Junet 1594t J, P. Sussex. 21 
1587, in report on Sussex J-PIsj described as a J. P. of 
Pevensey Rape7ý'a good justice', I'las well in respect of 
religion as of the commynwealth". But it was said that 
new appointments should be made. because Mr. Selwyn was 
11"Aged". 22 
1588, assessed for : C5O for the Armad2 Loan7 - in the third 
highest group with ten others. 3- 
7 July, 1594, died. Buried at Friston, 18 July. Will dt. 2 
June, pr. 24 July, 1594024. I. P. M. dt. 21 Jan., 1595.2ý* 
Vives. 26o 
Md. twice: - 
1) Beatrix, d. of Thomas May. Issue. Bur. at Friston, 1 Feb., 
1578, 
2) Grace, d. of Sir Edward Capell, knt. 2 and relict of John Burton of Eastbourne. M. Lic. at Lewes, 21 Aug., 1589. 
Executrix to her husband. She remd. as her 3rd husband, 
William Cheyney, gent. 
12, i, -Horsfieldl-i, 283-- 13. S. A. Cjpý=Jx, 101. 
14. Phill s, 10; H. C. MSS G. 18 and D. 11. 
15. H. C. MS. C. 27. 
16. SA-C- xxxiX2 125* 
710 
(Selwyn continued. ) 
Childrgn. 27- 
Thomas 
, 
Edward 
John 
George 
William 
Humphrey 
Bap. 4 Mch., 1546. Died 16 Mch., 1613 aged 67. Bur. 
at Friston. M. I. Will pr., 1614. I. P. m., 5 Sept., 
1615.28. 
2nd son. Of Bechington in Friston. Bap. 11 Dec. 11548. Executor to fatherg 1594 and had the manor of 
Pekedene. 23 April, 1596, Edmund Pelham of Battle 
and John Shurley of Lewes Esq. settled a dispute 
between Edward and his mothers Grace Selwyn,, widow, 
concerning the administration of the late John 
Selwyn's will, in favour of Edward. 29- Edward's 
will dt. 16 June, pr. 16 Sept. 1618.30# Bur. at 
Friston, 16 Au ., 1618. Bap. 29 Mch, 1%. No issue. Mentioned in father's 
will. 
Bap. 20 Mch, 2 1554. No issue. it 11 Nov:, 1556. Bur. 13 Deco, 1558. 
of 24 Nov.. 1556. No issue. Bur. at Waldron 1 Sept., 
Bap 14 Aug. 9 1567- No issue. In father's will. 30 April 1560. t 14 AuguS j 1552. 10 Nov., 1553- 
ll , bur. 14 June, 1564. 15 Aug, 1565. 
2 Aug, 1566. 
John 
Richard 
Margaret 
Alice 
Phillippa 
Beatrix 
Jane 
Margery 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
23- 
24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 
P. R. O., C- 142/67/128- 
S. A. C., xivj 121-12. 
S. A. C. ) xxxviislO8- Camden Misc., ix) 10-11- 
P-R-0-1 Assizes, 351 S. E. Circuit, 
SoAoCoj 
S-A-C 
ii, 59o 
il 36. :j PoC. C 57 Dixy. 
PoRoo. 2 C. 142/242/80o B. &C., loc-gito 
Tlh i cl 
Sussext 7-36. 
P. C. C. 85 Lawe; P. M. C. 142/392/136. 
B. M. Add. IIS 33,137, f. 23- 
Lewes wills, A. 16/216. 
S*A*Col xiii, 96. 
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Education. 
Universities. 
Father 
Sons Thomas, matric. pens. from 
Clare Coll., Camb. 2 Michs., 1565.32- 
Inns of Court. 
Thomas, adm. Gray's 
inn, 1570, from Staple 
inn. 33. 
Edward, matric. pens. from Edward, adm. Gray's Mare ýoll. j Camb-ý Michs., Inn, ýý73, from Staple 
1565. B. A. from Veens' Inn. 3 
Coll. t 1569-1 o. 
3 
I. Mar iues of children. 5Z 
Thomas md. Elizabeth, d. of Sir Henry Goring of Burton. 
Md. at Burton 25 Oct., ýSý5. Her will dt. 1 Jan. $ 
1624; pr. 15 Oct., 1625. - Issue, 6 daughters. 
Edward md. Alice, d. of John Burton of Bourn, Sussex. 
M. Lic. Lewes 22 Sept., 1593- Issue, 3 sons, the 
second of whom, Francis, inherited Friston from his 
uncle, Thomas. He was then a minor. 38- Alice was 
John 
bur. 1 April, 1624 at Friston. moie 
George 
William 
Humphry 
John 
Richard 
Margaret md. John Alman of Pevensey, gent. M. Lic. Lewes, 
5 Sept., 1590. He died 9 June, 1591 She remd. 
Francis St. John of Stanfordbury, Beds. 
Alice md. - Scott of Hawkhurstj Kent, 31 Dec., 1584. 
Philippa 
Beatrix md. - Wenham, of Sussex. 
Jane 
Margery md. Thomas Walsh of Horsham, gent., 1 July, 1572. 
Issue. 39- 
32. Al. Cant pt. 1, iv, 42. 
33- Gray's I; nn' Admissions, 40. 
34. AI. Cant. 7 loc. cit. 35- Gray, s Inn -Adm ssionsv 
45. 
36. B. &C., -loc. cit. 37. Lewes WI-1-1slA. 19/56. 
rds 5/43p 38. See Feodary Survey of Thomas Selwyn, P. R. O., Wa 
Pt. 19 dated 20 James I. 
39. S. A. C., xiii? 101- 
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Subsidy assessments. 
(As of Friston, Hundred of Willingdon, Pevensey Rape). 
38 Henry VIII John Selwyn in goods f-70.44D,, 
2 Elizabeth John Selwyn in lands f-55.41. 
14 Elizabeth John Selwyn Esq-in lands ý: 4C). 42. 
18 Elizabeth John Selwyn Esq-in lands : C40.43- 
e 
-401 P. R. O., E. 179/190/225. 41. E. 179/190/265. 
42. E- 179/190/283. 
43. E. 179/191/377a. 
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SHARPE (or Sharp). 
Origins. 
It is difficult to assemble much genealogical information 
about the Sharpes of Northiam: the name is all too common in 
Elizabethan Sussex, especially in the Northiam, and Horsham 
districts. Yet there is no indication that these two groups 
of Sharpes were in any way relelted. Moreover, there are 
numerous wills, both of the Archdeaconry of Lewes and of the 
P. C. C., and numerous marriage licences granted at Lewes, 
relating to the Sharpes of Northiam. 2 which seem to have no bearing on the family here under consideration. 
The Sharpe family appears in this study owing to the 
place held by one2 John Sharpe, on the Commission of the 
Peace for Hastings Rape from the beginning of the reign 
until his death in 1583. He appears in the 1570 Visitation 
as an armiger and as the son of Richard Sharpe of Northiam 
and of Alice, daughter of Nicholas Tufton2 and it names his 
own wife and his six sons and f ive daughters. (V. inf ra) A 
fuller pedigree is given by Berry and Comber which shows that 
the family were newcomers to the county2 having migrated from 
Kent in the time of John Sharpe's father, Richard. -L- The 
earliest names given by Berry and Comber are those of 
Richard's father, John, of Benenden, Kent, and of the latter's 
brother2 Thomas Sharpe of Sandwich, who is named in John 
Sharpe of Benenden's will, proved on 24 March7 1502. This 
John Sharpe of Benenden was plaintiff in fine with John and 
Nicholas Tufton2 in-laws of his eldest son, Richard2 for 
lands in Beckley2 Sussex, in 1499. The same John Sharpe had 
apparently at least four children, since, apart from his 
eldest son and heir2 two sons, John and Thomas and a 
daughter, Margaret, appear in their father's will. Richard, 
the eldest, however, of Benenden, Kent, settled in Sussex soon 
after his marriage with Alice daughter of Nicholas Tufton 
Esq. of Northiam and sister 01 Sir John Tufton, knt. and bart. 
2, 
Richard's will was proved in 1553 and there is an inscription 
to him in Northiam Church. 3. 
.......... 
B. &C 
2. Ibid; R&C?,; v, 72. 
3- F. C. C.. 24 Tastie. The inscription was apparently errone- 
ously dated 1503; - S. A. C. xxiii, 170; Horsfieldli, 517. 
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R* ichard Sharpe left two sons, John and Thomas, and four daughters. John Sharpe the elder son, is the subject 
of this study. His younger 
trother, Thomas Sharpe of Northiam, predeceased him, his will being proved in 1560.4* 
He married Joan, daughter and heiress of one, - Strowde, who brought him a moiety of Goatley manor in Northiam. parish to 
which she had succeeded in 1544 and of which they were both 
seized in 1555-169 although it had passed out of the Sharpe family ten years later. 5- This Thomas Sharpe had an interesting grandson of the same name2 second son of Thomas' 
eldest song Richard. The younger Thomas Sharpe, an M. A. of Cambridge University, was instituted Rector of Beckley Sussex in Apri. 17 16132 having been presented by his %lAer brother, John Sharpe, gent-I then Patron of Beckley. - He 
was the author of some illuminating letters which give a 
vivid account of his sufferings at the hands of the Parliamentarians during the Civil Ilar. 7. 
Northiam is in the Stap1b Hundred of Hastings Rape, 
about eight miles North West of Rye, and bounded on the North 
side by the Rother which marks the Kentish border. On the 
east side lies Beckley parish) and on the West) Ewhurst. 
Horsfield, while saying nothing of the Sharpes beyond noting 
the inscriptions in the Church7 finds signs of there having 
been a strong Puritan element in the parish in early times. 8. 
whether armigerous. 
Mentioned in 1570 Visitation of Sussex 9*and in that of 1634200 
Members of the family. 
Head of the family in 1ý80. 
Johh Sharpe of Wittershamg Beckley and Northiamq Sussexq and 
of Benenden2 Sandhurstý Rolvenden and Hawkhurst Kent, eldest 
son of Richard Sharpe of Northiam who died c. 1M and of 
Aliceq d. of Nicholas Tufton Esq. of Northiam. (V. supra). 
4. P. C. C. 5 Loftes. 
5. V. C. H., Sussex, ix, 
6. S. A. C., lv7 264; B. 
7. S*A*C. 7 xl, 73-17. 8. horsfield) il 516. 
9. Phillips2 10; H. C. 
10. H. C. IIS7 C. 27. 
274 (Cf E. A X. I vi72,, 
' 
& C-1 loc-cit. Al-Cant., Pt 1, iv, 50-/ 
MSS. G. 18 and D. 11. 
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J. P. Sussexq 1559 - 1583- 
11. 
N ot mentioned in the bishop's letter of 1564. 
12.13- Will proved, 1583- M. I. in Northiam. Church. 
14. Wife 
Alice, d. of Thomas Odiam of Witsham. or Wittersham, Sussex. 
Children. 15* 
Thomas 
Nicholas 
Richard 
William 
James 
Edward 
Dorothy 
Anne 
Mary 
Joan 
Anne 
Education. 
universities. Inns of Court- 
Father 
Sons Nicholas-9 perhaps he of Nicholas, - perhaps that nnme wno was a student student of Gray's Inn, 
of Christ Church, Oxford I 15761. adm. as J5. 
1563, from Vleslt 
16 Jan. ) 1568. 
%ýnster. B. A. Barnard's Inn. 
11. P. R. O. Assizes, 35s S. E. Circuit, Sussexs 1-25. But 
missing from lists for 1561 and 1562, (nos. 3 and 4). 
12. P. C. C. 30 Rowe. 
13- B. &C., loc-cit. 
14. Ibid . ..... 15. B. &C. Iloc-cit 16. AI-Ox- -ivj 13i9- 17. Gray's Inn Admissions, 48. 
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-larriwzes of children. 
18- 
Thomas 
Nicholas 
Richard 
William 
James 
Edward 
Dorothy md. John Davis. 
Anne 
Mary md. Giles Geere, yeoman., His will pr. 1607-19* 
Joan 
Anne md. Thomas Geere of Beckley. Will pr. 1619.20. 
ubsidY assessments. 
(As of Staple Hundred, Hastings Rape) 
38 Henry VIII Richard Sharpe2 gent. in lands : C32.21. 
2 Elizabeth John Sharpe Esq. ; C20.22. 
(Commissioner) 
14 Elizabeth John Sharpe Esq. in lands ýC20.23- 
18 Elizabeth John Sharpe Esq. 11 11 : C20.249 
(As Of Stapb Hundred7 Hastings Rape) 
37 Elizabeth Nicholas Sharpe gent. in lands Q 
It James Sharpe gent. f-4 
William Sharpe gent. 25. 
1-2 Charles I William Sharpe 
(Subcollector of Staple Hundred) 
18. B. &C ., loc. cit. 19. P. C. C. 90 . Huddlestone. 20. P. C. C. 13 Parker. 
21. P. R. O. E. 179/190/225. 
22. it E. 179/190/266 
23. E. 179/190/283- 
24. E. 179/190/298. 
25. 11 E. 179/190/332. 
26. It E. 179/191/377a. 
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SHEL Y,, 
Orip, ins. 
The family of Shelley are "of undoubted antiquity but 
the attempt to dqrive them from the date of the Norman 
Conquest failsti. -L- Cartwright gives a long pedigree for them 
in his "Rape of Bramber" but the early part is considered 
unauthentic by W-Smith Ellis author of "Parks and Forests 
of Sussex". 2. Mr. E. p . Shirley says that they were originally 
of Huntingdonshire, 3- but Mr M. A. Lower and Smith Ellis both 
consider-that they were of Sussex origin and that they took 
their name from a park called Shelley, near Crawley in St. 
Leonard's Forest$ near Horsham; a Sir John Shullygh was named 
in a Subsidy Roll of 6 Edward III as a taxpayer in the parish 
of Ifield. 4- The earliest individual members of the family 
of whom any record is preserved were John and Thomas Shelley 
who were attainted and. beheaded in 1 Henry IV for having 
adhered to Richard III and Sir William Shelley who was not a 
supporter of Richard II and who retained his possessions and 
was ancestor of the sixten-th century Shelleys of Michelgrove, 
Patcham and Worminghurs t or* 
The MichOLIgrove estate in the parish of Clapham, which 
extended from Shoreham in the East to Poling in the West, 
came to John Shelley who died in 1526-by his marriage to 
Elizabeth, daughter and heiress of John Michelgrove whq was 
of the Faulconer family of Kent. They had held Michelgrove 
as early as 1279 of William de Braose7 Lord of Bramber, by 
knight service, and early in the fourteenth century they 
assumed the name of Michelgrove. 6- The Shelleys were 
apparently without much influence in the district before they 
acquired the Michelgrove estate. 7. Sir William Shelley who 
succeeded his father, John Shelley7 in 1526 at the age of 
forty, and who was Chief Justice of Common 
heas in the 
reign of Henry VIIII is reputed to have built the mansion at 
Michelgrove which ýecame the residence of the senior line 
until about 18oo. 8 The 4udge is said to have entertained 
Henry VIII there. 9. But) "Michelgrove one of the finest 
houses in Sussex, was to the grief of 
the district pulled down 
by Bernard-Edward, Duke of Norfolk, who purchased the estate 
in 1828. t' 10* 
S. A. C., xxiv, 8. 
2. S -T---c - 4' xxxvii 35- 3- U. A. C. " xxiv, 
A; Horsfield, 1 376. 
4.9-. T-. C.; xxiv, 8; and xxxvii 3ý- 
5 S. K. C. iv, 8; B. &C., 62 et seqq. 6: B. A. Cot, 1'ýxxi 1101 xiv, 145; B. &C., loc. cit. 7o 3 0=9 a) VI 1ý9- 
xfiv 'v t x vIl4fi fxxljlqi. il. II 1ýýj 895S; art. 14. 
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The Shelleys had also Kingsham, a house in Chichester, 
said to date back to the time of Edward I$ which(ame into 
their possession by marriage in the fifteenth century and was 
probably subsequently one of their plaied of residence. It 
was a place of some size and elegance, 1. Further, by his 
marriage to Alice, daughter and coheiress of Sir Henry 
Belknap, Sir William Shelley$ 
1th 2? 
Judge$ acquired several 
manors near Beckley in Sussex . Sir William's two brothers 
next in age$ Richard and Edward, founded two well-Imown 
branches of the family at Patcham and Worminghurst 
respectively. 13. 
Generally speaking, the Shelleys were a strongly 
recusant family, though Richard Shelley of Patcham who died 
in 1594 was an exception to this. He was, indeed, a 
Commissioner for Recusancy in 1580 and in the autumn of 1592 
had charge of Edward Gage, the recusant. 14. 
Vlhether grmigerous. 
Mentioned in the 1530 Visitation oj Sussex, 15- in the Windsor 
Herald's version of that of 157011 *end in the 1634 VisitatioR, 
Shelley of Michelgrove. 
Members of the f amily. 
Head of the family in 1580. 
William Shelley Esq., eld. s. and h. of John Shelley of 
Michelgrove, (himself eld. s. and h. of thg. judge, Sir 
William Shelley), who died 15 Dec., 1550,1 and of Maryt 
d. of Sir William Fitzwilliam of Milton and Gainspark, knt*19- 
Aged 12 at his father's death, and 21 on 14 Sept. 2 1559.20, 
J. P. Sussex, 1560-1564.21** 
1564, bishop'. 5 letter described him as a 11myslyker of godly 
procedings"022. 
10. S. A. C., Xxiv, . 8; -1vj 2 4. - 11. S.. &. C xv, 168. 
12. Horsfield, is 376* B. &C., loc. cit. By this marriage, 
he became the broiher-in-law of John Caryll of Wqrnham. 
(S. A. C., xxiii, 150) 
13- B. &C. 7 loc-cit. The Shelleys of Worminghurst do not come 
within the scope of this study as no member of this 
branch of the family appears to have held any leading 
office in the county under Queen Elizabeth. But see note 
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1569, did not appear at the assembly of the Sheriff and J-PIs 
of Sussex to subscribe to the Council's order for the 
uniformity of public worship. 23- 
1576, was on Bishop Curtis' list of those in his diocese 
suspected of popery. 24. 
1580, he and several of his servants named in the recusancy 
return for the parish of Clapham in the rural deanery of Arundel s absentees from the holy communion and from divine 
service . 
P. 
In a similar return for the Archdeaconry of 
Chichester, only naming more servants, it is noted that 
"William Shellye esquier of the p4rissh of Clapham" was 
estimated to be worth : C5OO in goods and : Cý00 in lands, and that he "Was sent to the lords of her majl; is pryv g. Counsell 
and there remaineth at their honors disposition... - 
August, 1580, indicted for conspiring against the Queen's life 
and to Place Mary queen of Scots on the throne. Committed 
to the Fleet. 27- 
Mch-$ 1581, his wife petitioned the Council, complaining of the 
indignities shown her by her husbandis servants after his 
committal and asking that proper provision be made for her. 28. 
August, 1W, was perhaps in the Marshalsea. 29- At liberty in 
1583- 
Dec. )1583, was suspected of complicity in the Throgmorton 
conspiracy. 30- 
By Feb., 1584, had been committed to the Tower, together with 
Henry, Earl of Northumberland, his friend7 and others. 31. 
July, 1584, Sir Richard Shelley, his uncle, wrote to Burghley 
from Venice requesting an account of his nephewfs imprisonmeAl., 
18 Nov., 1564, wrote to Burghley again saying "my nephew his 
adversitie trobleth me sore for I take as muche pryde that all 
the Shelleys contynewed trewe Subiects to her mtie as that 
14. - -V. infra and Horsfield, .: L, 377; S. A. C. iij 62; 111,90; x 202 et Da5sjM. for references to their recusancy. For 
Richard Shelley of Patchamts position, see W. S. C. R. O., Or D. R. O., 90/1/37, f-71 and &. P. . 1580-tl\hlso A.. P. C-., 
oý9217-329. 
1ý 7S. A. C. =ix, 105; H. C. MS. D-13- 
16: B. M. -Add. MS, 17, o65, f. 9. 17. S. A. C. xxxix2 113; H-C-MS. C-27. 
18. Will dt. 8 August 1550; pr. 1551. P. C. C. 12 Burke. I. P. M. 
5 Oct., 1551. P. R. O. C. 142/94/53- 
19. B. &C., loc-cit. 
20. Ibid. 
21. P-R-0- Assizesi 351 S. E. Circuit, 2-6. 
22. Camden Misc. ix, 10. 
23- D -tpn ) 352. 24. T. A. C. iiij go. 
-____ 
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they were constant in the Catholic faythe. Une Roy et une foy". . "He may have erred in circumstances rigorously interpreted of the new lawes". 33. 
18 Nov., 1584, Sir Richard Shelley also wrote to Walsingham, 
pleading on behalf of his nephew. "I conceave his fault is 
not of mallice". 34. 
12 February, 1586, was tried at Westminster for high treason350 
He was condemned but sentence of death was not carried out. His estates were confiscated and restored only after his death to his heir, in the reign of James I. A valuation of his property was made and appears among the Sheriff's accounts 
for 1585-16. The scanty furniture of Michelgrove house 
suggests he resided there very little. Among the bedrooms 
named in the inventory were IsGunterts chamber" and I'Mr 
Lewkenorls chamber'12 perhaps a reference to George Lewkenor 
of Chichester2 the-recusant- brother of Thomas and Richard 
Lewkenor, the J. Pts. (q-v-)ý6. May, 1586ý Sir Richard 
Shelley wrote to the Queen from Venice, asking her to pardon 
his nephew, William Shelley, condemned for treason. 37. 
17-88, was one of the Catholics in the Tower who used to meet 
from time to'time to celebrate Mass. Another was Philip, 
Earl of Lrundell against whom he was induced to inform to 
the effect that the latter had asked for a special Mass for 
the success of the Armada. 38- 
Was on the lists of Sussex recusants to be disarmed? Feb., 
1586 and July, 1592.39- 
15 April, 1598, died, sp. '40* 
25. W. S. C. R. O., D. R. O. 90/1/37, f. 55. See also F- 38- 
26. Ibid. f-2. Cf. S. A. C. 11,62. In 1587 his yearly 
rents and revenues were assessed at : C27OOO and the 
value of his oods at the same figure. 
27- S. A. C., lvj 29 * see also Ibid. v., 195. 
28. Cal. g. P. D., 15817-'902 13 
29. ýIbd. j--68. This may have been the Richard Shelley there in-Oct. 1585. (Ibid., 276, no-38-) 
30- Ibid. ! 3- -C-al 
S -16ol., 234. , 136, no .'P. D. 1528 31- Cal. s. P. D. 1581-190.1-1 9; see als`o! --3'-67 no-21; 1377 nos 
30 & 39- -- 32. B. M. Lansd- MS. 42, f. 47. 
33- Ibid., f. 51. 
34. B. M. Harl. MS 286, f. 58. 
35- B. M. Lansd. MS7 45, f. 164 et seq4. 
__________ 
--- 
- 
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Wive s 041. 
Md. twice: - 
1) Margaret, d. of Thomas Wriothesley, Earl of Southampton. 
2) Jane? d. and h. of John Lingen of Herefordshire Born) 
1544. Bur. at St. Dunstan's in the West, 11 Mch., 
i610.1581, 
following her husband's imprisonment in 1580 she petitioned 
the Council concerning her situation. (v. supra. and note-28) 
Feb., 1593) she was examined and found to have made enquiries 
of an "astronomer" of Cambridge as to how to recover certain 
money and jewels of hers and as to what would become of her 
husband, he then being "a prisoner and a dead man in law", 
and whether he would escape that yqar or the nextý and as to 
what would beCome of her jointure. 42. Mch. 2 15942 reference to her having been imprisoned and now being released, and to 
arrangements made for her future. She was to live in 
Kensington under supervision. 43- 
Children. 
None. The line continued through his next brother7 John, who 
died 27 August-7 1592 and whose. son, John was created a 
baronet as of Michelgrove in 1611.44- 
36. S. A. C. lv. 284. In Mch. 1594, his house at llichelgrove 
and other property, was leased to Sir John Cary112 
Richard Hare and Edward Gage -Psqs., the executors of 
the 
will of the late John Shelley of Michelgrove Esq. father 
of William. (P. R. O. Signet Office Docquets7 P. R. O. 
Index 68oo, f. 515). May, 1604 Lord Buckhurst and 
Cecil were given power by the King to compound with one 
Shelley and his friends for the lands of the late 
William Shelley, his father (sic, should read "his 
uncle") for ; C111000. (Cal. S. P. D. Addenda, 1580-1625,444). 
See also B. M. Lansd- MS 50, f-39- 
37. B. M. Lansd. 14S. 1 51, f . 20. 
38- Lives of Philip. Howard. Earl of Arundel and-of Anne - Dacres, his wifel(1857), ed. -Duke. of Norfolk, , Ch-12. 
39- B. M. Harl Ils- 703.7 f. 21 and f. 67b- he was still a 
prisoner, see H. M. C. Hatfield MSS, 
Iv, 264. 
40. B. &C., loc. cit., 
41. B. &C., loc. cit. 
42. Cal. S. P. D., 1591-14)316-318. 
43- Ibid., 470-472. See also H. M. C. Hatfield MSS3 iv and v. 
Dnssim. 
44. F. &C-) loc. cit. 
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Education. 
Universities. Inns of Court. 
Adm, Irliaer Temple, Nov. ) 155ý. 4). 
S]absidv assessments. 
(As of Clapham2 Hundred of Brightford, Bramber Rape. ) 
38 Henry VIII Sir William Shelley, Rnt-I in lands & 
(Commissioner) goods. ýC400- 
John Shelley Esq., in lands. : C30 46. (Commissioner) AI7 
2 Elizabeth William Shelley Esq., 100 marKh: 
14 Elizabeth William Shelley Esq., : C, 00.48. 
18 Elizabeth William Shelley Esq., : C100.49. 
1-2 Charles I Sir John Shelley, knt., 50 and bart. 2 f. 2 5. 
45. Inner lemp 
46. P. R. O. I. E. 47. E. 
48. E. 
49* Y E. 
50. 
.e 
Admission 
. 
23- 
-179/190/225. 179/190/268. 
179/190/283. 
179/190/297. 
179/191/377a. 
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(ii) Shelley of Patcham. 
Members of the famil-v. 
Head of the f amily in 1580. 
John Shelley of Patcham Esq. only s- of Ric#ýLrd Shelley of 
Patcham Esq., whose will was roved in 15522; '-L- and of Mary, 
d. of Sir Richard Urdiswick. - - 
1541, was one of the party of Thomas Fiennes, Lord Dacre, who 
poached on Nicholas Pelham's estate at Laughton, an incident 
which led to the death of one of the game keepers there. He 
was indicted with the others. 53. 
1564, mentioned in the bishop's letter as no Justice but a 
I'mysliker of godlie orders". 54. 
1576, was on the list 35 Bishop Curtis of those suspected of 
poperk, -in his diocese. 
Feb., 1586, was Possibly the John S%ýley who was on the list 
of Sussex recusants to be disarmed. 
1587, was possibly the john Shelley$ recusant, who was 
assessed as being worth : C200 in revenue and : ClOO in goods. 
57. 
Will dt. and pr-j 1587-58- 
Wife. 
Ann, d. of - Agmondesham, and relict. 36 Edward Warwick. She 
was bur. at Patcham., 13 Sept., 1553 
.......... 11 ........ ..... . 
51. P. C. C. 28 Powellt This Richard was the second son of 
John Shelley of Michelgrove Esq., who died in 11526, and 
brother of Sir William Shelley, the judge. This Richard 
Shelley had lands settled on him by his father, 1524-15, 
"-'and was founder of the Shelleys of Patcham and Lewes. 
B. &C-) loc. cit- Comber, (Lewes)$ 247. 
52. Comber, -loc-cl-t- 
_B. 
&C. $ loc. cit. 53- S. A. C., xix, -17-ý 16$ 179. 54. Camden Misc., ix, 11- 
55. S. A. C. 11-iii. 90. 56. B. M. -Harl. 
k9j 703s f- 21. 
5. S. A. c. 11,62 
5ý. T. C, 7-. C-. 74 SpeLer. 
59. Comber, loc. cit,; B. &C., loc. cit. 
- :. 
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ChIldren. 609 
Richard 
John 
George 
J ame s 
Robert 
Henry 
Mary 
Joan 
Bridget 
Dorothy 
Anne 
Catherine. 
j. P. Sussex 1575-194, frequently of the QuOrum. 
61* 
February, 1ý771 referred to in the Acts of the 
Privy Council as having bedn mistakenly displaced 
from the Commission of the Peace for religious 
reasons. He was therefore to be replaced, being 
"a gentleman very faithfull and of good service 
towardes her Majestyell and was to be put on the 
Quorum, "for the quenching of all bruites and 
evell opinio s conceyved wrongfully of his said 
displacingll. 
t2. 
In the 1587 report on the Sussex 
J. Pts, was-named as being one in Lewes Rape and 
being t1very well ýhought of" for executing his 
11offys-of peace" . IDJ- Had been mentioned as a Commissioner for Recusancy for the Diocese of 
Chichester in a letter from the Privy Council) 64 
dated 24 Oct 1580, to the Bishop of Chichester 
Was a commisLioner for Musters for Sussex, c. 158 
4 Oct 1594 died aged c. 73. M. I. at Patcham. 
ProbMy thelJohn hhelley who was a defendant in 
a Star chamber case of 20 Elizabeth, against 
Gregory, Lord Dacres, plaintiff, who accused him 
and others of breaking and entering into Danny Park 
Hurstpierpoint poachi deer, and of murderously 
attacking the 
Upers. ýý- 
Bur. at Patcham, 22 Nov. 1589. 
Referred to in two MSS dt. 1576 as having been 
certified in the Exchequer as a fugitiZg overseas 
contrary t% a Statute of 13 Elizabeth. Will 
pr., 1612.9- 
60. B. & C., loc. cit; Comber2 (Lewes)q 247 et seq 
61. P. R. O. Assizes 35 S. E. Circuit7 Sussex2 17-39: 
62. A-P-C-: 1577-'A, 16A-19. 
63- S. A* .1 117 59. 64. W. S. C. R. O., D. R. O. 2 90/I/37, f, 7- See also A-P-C-1 
1580-11,2 1502 and A. P. C. 3 15922 329* B. M. Harl MS, 474, f. 81. 
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Education. 
Universities. 
Father 
Sons 
Inns of Court. 
Richard, adm to Inner 
Temple, Nov.; 1553.70- 
Henry, adm. to Inne 
Temple, Nov., 158Vl- 
Marriage$ of children. 72. 
Richard md. Dorothy, d. of - Hills. Issue, 6 s.; f d. Eld. 
son and h. was Henry Shelley of Patcham born c. 
1563, and probably the J. P. Sussex, 158ý - 1602 at 
least-7ý- Possibly also the M. P. for Steyning, 
1586.74. 
John md. Dorothy, d. of WilliaM Zverett of South 
Malling on 28 May, 1570-7ý- 
George 
J ame s md. Eleanor 
Robert 
Henry 
Mary 
Joan md. as his second wife, at Patcham on 5 Nov., 1574, 
Bridget 
Edward Michelbourne of Clayton, Sussexý gent. 
Dorothy 
Anne 
Catherine 
......... . 
66. Comber. loc-cit Horsfield, it 174. 
67. P-R-O. 'j St. Ch. -ý Bliz., D. 15/27. 68. B. M. Lansd. MS. 683- f-37; B. M. Sloane MSt 3,1941f. 9b. 
69. P. C. C. 73 Fenner. 
70- Inner-Temple Admissions, 18. 
71- Ibid.,, 110. -- 72. B. &C., lQc. cit; Comber (Lewes), loc. cit. 
73- P-R-Oý Assizes, 351 S. 
Uircuit, Sussex, 27-44. 
74. R-C-Gabriels Members of the House of Commons3 1586-17. 
(Univ. of London, -M. A. - thesis), . 598. 75. Comber, (Lewes)) 248. 
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Subsidy assessments. 
(As of Whalesbone Hundred) Lewes Rape. ) 
38 Henry VIII 
2 Elizabeth 
5 Elizabeth 
14 Elizabeth 
18 Elizabeth 
Richard Shelley in goods 
John Shelley It lands 
John Shelley, gent., goods 
John Shelley Esq., 
John Shelley gent., 
John Shelley gent., 
: eloo. 
f-6.76. 
f. 5D. 77 
e5o. 7 
e5o. 79. 
: C50.80* 
(As of Lewes, Lewes Rape) 
18 Elizabeth Mr Richard Shelley in lands 
(Commissionerg 
1-2 Charles I Henry Shelley E; sq. in goods 
: clo . 
80 0 
ýM 81 0 
76. P. R. O., E. 
......... . 
179/190/225. 
77. 11 E. 179/190/267 - 
78. V E. 179/190/274. 
79. P E. 179/190/283. 
80. E. 179/190/299. 
81. E. 179/191/377a - 
.I 
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SIZPPARD, (Shepherd2 Shephard etc. ) 
Origins. 
Little appears to be known of the origins of the 
Sheppards of Peasmarsh though they are among the families 
noted in the 1570 Visitation of Su sex, (v. infra), and appear 
in the Visitation of Kent for 1592f; and also are represented 
on the Commission of the Peace for Sussex for at least seven 
different years of Elizabeth's reign, and, on one'oecasion a 
Sheppard is known to have been one of the Quorum. 
Through the centuries, the name crops up in various 
parts of Sussex. One Frederick Shepherd Esq. is found at 
Folkington manor in Jýhe Rape of Pevenseyl, adjacent to 
Wilmington, in 1346. e-- A John Shepherd2 bailiff of Fevensey 
Rape, is found as one of the defendants in a lawsuit over the 
much disputed common land in Chiddinglyq a few miles north of 
Folkington, called "The Dicker", in 22 Henry viii. 1, Further 
West, a Nicholas Shepherd appears at Steyning on 29 March7 
1475, as a witness on the occasion of the proof of ae of 
Elizabeth7 daughter and heiress of John MichelgroveT And in 
the seventeenth century, there was a prominent family in 
Horsham of this name; they are known to have held a farm there 
of John Caryll of Harting Esq., at the time of the Parliamentary 
Survey of 1650.5- There are numerps references tothem. in the 
SussexArchaeological Collections, and a genealogy is given 
by Comber. 7- There appearst however, to have been no 
connection between them and the armigerous Elizabethan family 
settled at Peasmarsh at the other end of the county2 nor, 
evidently, could the Heralds of the 1662 Visitation find any: 
on the 19th March, 16711 they posted up a Disclaimer of Arms 
for the county in East Grinstead2 and among the "gentlemen" 
there stripped of their borrowed hRraldic plumage was Nicholas 
Sheppard, or Shepherd, of Horsham. 0- One imagines that he and 
his must have done all in their powers to avoid such a 
humiliation. Had they been able to establish any relationship 
with the Peasmarsh family who were recognised by the Heralds 
in 15702 the situation would have been saved for them. As it 
is, the Disclaimer must be taken to dispose of the question. 
1. - Harl-. Soc. -Pubns-7 IXXVI -. 11le - 2* S. A. C., xiv, 263- Cf. : xxiv, 220. 
3- S. A. C., xiv) 234. 
4. S -'r, - C. I xii, 44. 5. B. A. C. 7 xxiii, 284. 6. S.. A. C'. 7 xxxiii7l94-15 213,217. 7- Comber, (Horsham) 32ý* 
8. S. A. C., xxxix7 12ý. 
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The genealogy of the Peasmarsh family given by Berry 
and Comber, oes no further back than that of the 1570 
Visitation. 9ý It begins with one7 Itichard Sheppard of 
Peasmarsh, Sussex, who married Ann, daughter of John Atesbery 
of Westfieldt Sussex, and by her had a son, Robert, eventually 
also of Peasmarshl who was living at the time of the 1570 
Visitationg and who signed the pedigree now in the College of 
Arms. 10- This Robert was plaintiff in fine for the manor of 
Peasmarsh in 1557, together with his song Alexander. 11- This 
manor, in the parish of the same name, in Goldspur Hundredt 
Hastings Rape, had been a prebendal manor. At the Dissolution 
it was granted to Sir Anthony Browne whose son, Viscount 
Montague, was the vendor of it, in 1ý57, to Robert Sheppard 
and his song Alexander. 12. In 16 Elizabeth, the said Robert 
Sheppard acknowledged that the advowsons of N* orthiam, Beckley, 
Iden and Playden, did not belong to the manor of Pea M rsh 
but were the property ofAnthony$ Viscount Montague. 
Peasmarsh lies about two miles North-West of Rye at the 
extreme eastern end of the county, and not far from Northiam. 
It is not far South of the RiUer Rother which marks the county 
boundary and the soji is enriched by that river though it is 
said to be sandy and dry in some places. 14- The parish is 
described by Horsfield as possessingt in his time, an 
abundance of good timber and as being in the hop-growing area 
of the county. 
Robert Sheppard of Peasmarsh who bought that manor and 
who appears in the 157Q Visitation was a 4. P. of Sussex from 
1571 until hiý,, deathelý- He was ol the uorum on at least 
one occasion-10- He died on 9 Nov. $ 157ý I and his will was dated 31 October, 1575 and proved in the same year. -We His 
I. P. M. was dated 23 May, 1576, and says that at his death he 
held lands in Peasmarsh, Seddlescombel Bredej Ewhurstt Rye, 
Udimore and elsewhere in Sussex, as wll as lands in Tenterden, 
Blackmanstone and Margate in Kent. 18- 
This Robert Sheppard married twice: first; 2 Elizabeth, 
daughter and coheiress of Alexander Wells of Rye, Sussex, and 
secondly, Agnes, daughter of Thomas Byrchett of Rye, she 
being named in her husband's will, her own will being as of 
9- - -B. &C., 308- cf. 
11. C. MSS D. 11 & G. 18-1 and Phillips, 109 
10. H-C. MS G. 19. 
11. V. C. H. Susse , ix, 157- 12. V. C. H. -Sussex, ix, 157. 13- Horsfield, 1,507- 
14. Ibid. 
15. F--R. O. Assizes, 35, S. E. Circuit Sussex 13-18. (He appear-c 
erroneously, in the list for 15ý6 - no. 
h). 
16. C-1573-14; B. M. Agerton MS, 2345, f-34b. 
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Tenterden, Kent7 and proved in 1593-19* By his first wife, 
Robert had a son, Alexander, who succeeded him in 1575; by 
his second, he had one soný Robert, later of Tenterdeng Kent)20. 
and four daughters. 
The family is likely to have been indigenous to Sussex, 
or perhaps, to Kent. They had many links with the latter 
county in the late sixteenth and early seventeenth centuries; 
people of this name had also been known in Sussex long before 
the sixteenth century, though it is difficult to establish 
any connection between them and the Peasmarsh family. 21* 
Whether ilrmigerous. 
Mentioned in the 1570 Visitation of Sussex, 22* but not in that 
of 1634. 
Members of the family. 
ead of the familv in 1580. 
4exander Sheppard Esq. of Peasmarsh7 eldest son and heir of 
Robert Sheppard Esq. of the sameg who was J. P. Sussex, 1571 to 
his death on 9 Nov., 15759 (v. supra)9 and'of Elizabeth, d. 
and coheiress of Alexander Wells of Rye, Sussex, his first 
wife. (V. supra). 
Aged 15 in 15707 and a minor at his fatherts death. The 
wardship was sold to Edward Moore Esq., Gentleman Pensioner. 23. 
1557, had been a nominal plaintiff in fine with his father for 
Peasmarsh manor, and in 1597 was plaintiff in fine for the 
prebend, rect6ry and tithes of the same. He was deforciant 
for the latter in 1613, the tithes being quitclaimed to certain 
members of the Knatchbull family, relatives of his second wif h 
17.., P. C. C.. 46-Pyckering. 
18. P. R. O., C. 142/175/77 & 78. 
19. P. C. C. 33 Nevell 
20. Will P. C. C. 4 Daie. 
21. The Sheppards of Peasmarsh may have had relations at 
Guestling7 between Hastings and Winchelsea. Robert 
Sheppard) the elder, mentioned them in his will. See also 
P. C. C. 22 Loftes, the. will of John Sheppard of Gu&. --, tling, 
of 1561. 
22. V. Supral note 9. 
-23- B. &C., joc-cit; P. R. O. Wards 9/140, ff. 
520-523b. 
24. S. R. S., xx, 343. See also S. R. S. xxxiii, no. 64. 
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c. 1573, he and his father were concerned in a dispute with 
the Mayor of Rye over the repair of a sea-wall which was said 
todamage the haven of Rye, the Sheppards contending that if 
the breach were not filled in their houses and mills on the 
marsh would be endangered. 25. 
15882 was assessed at : C4O for ýhe Armada Loan, the third 
lowest rate, with 15 others. 26 
June, 1602, J. P., Sussex, 27. and perhaps thereafter. 
Date of death unknown. Apparently no will or I. P. M. 
Wives. 28. 
Md. twice: - 1) Elizabeth, d. of Richard Covert 
2) Ursula, d. of Richard Knatchbull 
died in 1582.29. 
of Slaugham. 
of Mersham) Kent. She 
Children. 30* 
Bv his first wife: - 
William Only s. and h. Deforciant in fine for manors o 
Peasmarsh, Tillingham, and Playden in 1614-115. 
Sl- 
Died 8 Juhej 1634 at Battersea. I. P. M. 2 22 Sept., 16 29 36.3 
Ann 
Jane 
ciceley 
Sarah 
Bv his second wife: - 
Susan 
Bridget 
............. 
25. Cal-S. P. D., -l 
lV, and V. g,. H. Sussex2 iX2 157- 
26. S. A. C. it 36o 
27. P. R. O. Assizes, 35, S-E. Circuit7 Sussex, no. 44. 
28. B. &C., loc-cit. 
29. P. R. O. -09 1427536/28. 
30. B &C., 10C. Cit. 
31. S: R-S. xx- 343 
32. P. R. O. C. 142/ý36/28. He was in trouble with the borough 
of Rye in 1604 for draining marshes nearbyq so damaging 
their haven. H. M. C. 13th Report, iv, 31- 
: 
F* 
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Education. 
Universities. Inns of Court. 
Father 
Son 
M, Irriages of-children. 33 
Of the first m : - grrigge 
William md. . Willoughby, d. of Richard Wilkinson of 
Wateringburyj Kent. Issue. 
Ann md. Chawortli Conny of Morton7 co. Lincs. 
Jane md. John Fowtrell o f Rye, Sussex. 
Ciceley md. - Franck of co. Lincs. 
Sarah md. Thomas Sharpe of Cranbrook, Yent. 
Of the second marriage: 7 
Susan 
Bridget md. at St. Mildred's, Poultry, 8 May, 1628, Rev. 
Thomas Bunbury of Netherhead2 co. Kent. 34. 
Subsidv assessments. 
(As of Goldspur Hundred2 Hastings Rape) 
38 Henry VIII 'Robert ýheppardj in lands 
(Agnes Sheppard, his 
wife? in lands 
2 Elizabeth Robert Sheppard, gent., in 
14 Elizabeth Robert Sheppard Esq. 
18 Elizabeth Alexander Sheppard? gent. 
(Agnes ShepPard, widow, 
lands F. 4o36. 
11 : C4ý. 37. 
in lands f-40 
f: 30: 38* 
33. B. &C., loc-Cit- 
34. S-N. Q. ) 3.90/225. 35- P. R. O., E- 179/1 
36.11 E. 179/190/266. 
37. E. 179/190/283- 
38. E. 179/190/298. There is an assessment for John 
Sheppard of Goldspur Hundred Hastings Rape for 1-2 
Charles 12 (P. R. O. ) E- 179/1k/377a), but he does not 
appear to be in the direct line of descent. (See B. &C-1 
loc. cit., and Horsfield, 1,507. ) 
732. 
SHIRLEY. 
6rigins. 
The spectacular history of this family during the 
Elizabethan period has attracted considerable attention from 
their on time onwards. They were one of the half dozen 
families *contributing to all four categories of important 
county positions in Elizabethan Sussext namely those of the Deputy Lieutenants, of the county m. PtS2 of the Sheriffs and 
of the J. P's, but unlike the other five, the Shirleys of 
Wiston were comparative newcomers to the county2 at least as 
residents, although at the beginning of the fifteenth century 
they already held extensive lands there. 
The early history of the family is described in an article 
by M. A. Lower, and a detailed and annotated Pedigree is given 
in Berry and Comber. 2. Aed6tding to these authorities2 the 
first member of this family to be connected with Sussex was 
Sir Hugh Shirley of Ettington, or Eatington, in Warwickshire, 
whom Mr Lower described as "an eminent personage". 3- He 
attended John of Gaunt in his expedition to Guienne and held 
a number of offices such as those of the Constable of Higham 
Ferrers Park, of Constable of Donnington Castle and of Grand 
Falconer of Ireland. He was killed fighting for Henry IV at 
the battle of Shrewsbury on 20 July, 1403t and hig name is 
immortalized in Shakespeare's "Henry IV, part I. "'*. This was 
the Shirley who married a Sussex heiress Beatrix de Braose, 
and so acquired the Sussex manors of Wiston, Ashurst) West 
Chiltington7 Heene7 Slaughters and Erringham. At his death, 
Sir gh left a son and heir7 Ralph, who was then twelve years 
old, 
F-and 
who "also achieved considerable eminence in the 
stirring and eventful days in which he lived". 
6. He was 
knighted as a youth and subsequently acquired the Stewardship 
of the Duchy of Lancaster and other important offices. He 
accompanied Henry V to France, being with him at the seige of 
Harfleur, and he was a principal commander at Agincourt. He 
died abroad in about the year 1443- 
1. -The others were -the families -of Covert, Palmer, -Parker7 Pelham and Sackville. 
2. S-A-C, v. 8 et seqqjI B. &C., 172. 
3- S. A. C. v, 8n. says hat the ancestors of the Shirleys were 
settled at Eatington co. Warwifts., "immediately after 
the Conquest and protably anterior to-that event". Sewallis, 
who is mentioned in Domesday Book as lord of Etendone, is 
described by Mr Lower as their ancestor. His immediate 
descendants, having land at Shirley in Derbyshire, took 
their name from that place. According to Mr Lower, Sir 
Hugh Shirley who obtained Wiston was eighth in descent from 
him. These statements have not been verified. 
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Sir Ralph's so , of the same name, who died in 1466, married three times; 
9- 
first, Margaret-i daughter and heiress 
of Thomas Stabnton of Staunton-Harold, from whom descended the 
elder line, the Shirleys of Eatingto and Shirley, Earl 
Ferrers; secondly, Elizabeth Blount, 
B-daughter 
of Sir John 
Blount, and sister of Walter7 Lord Mountjoy, from whom 
descended the Shirleys of Wiston; and thirdly, Lucy, daughter 
of Sir John Ashton. 
The Shirleys had now7 for several generations been 
lords of Wiston but they had not resided there. After the 
death of Ralph Shirley however, in 1466, his estates were 
partitioned, the Sussex and Buckinghamshire manors being 
allotted to the son of the second marriage, namely another 
Ralph2 who then settled it Wiston. 
This Ralph was Esquire of the Body to Henry VII and in 
Nov. 1503, he became Sheriff of Surrey and ussex. His will, 
dated 11 February, 1509 and proved in 1510, 
ý-directed 
that 
he was to be buried at Wiston. It is clear from his will 
that this Shirley was on agriculturalist of some importance 
since he left his wife and son, Richard7 ninety-one head of 
cattle and eight hundred sheep. Mr Lower says "This 
gentleman is the founder and patriarch of the 
hssex ShirleylQ,., 
He had, by his wife, Jane, daughter of Thomas Bellingham, two- 
sons, Richard, the elder, who succeeded him7 and Thomas, the 
younger, who became the ancestor of the Shirleys of West 
Grinstead. 11- 
4. Op-cit-I Act V, Sc. iv. 
5. B. &C., loc. cit. Lower says thirteen. (S-A-C, -ý v-8). 
6. S. A. C. 77 8. 
7. S. A. C. Iv. 9; B. &Cýý loc-cit., says twice but gives 
the 
name of the seco d wife only. 
8. But S. N-O,., ii, 75ý says Margaret, d. of Sir John Blount. 
9. P. C. C. 28 Bennet. 
10. S. -A. C. Iv, 10., 11. S. A. C., v, 11-12o xix7 68n; xxii210; and notes on Shirley 
of West Grinsteado 
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Sir Richard Shirley became Sheriff of Surrey and Sussex 
in Nov-1513 and Jan 1526. He. wýs also county M. P. for Sussex 
in the Reformation Parliament 1. In 1540 he was succeeded by 
his son, William7 who died on 29 May, 1551,., qt the age of 
fifty-one, leaving two sons and a daughter. -je His elder 
son who was also his heir, was the notable Sir Thomas Shirley 
of Wiston who was head of the family in 1580 and played a 
prominent part in the history of the county under Queen 
Elizabeth. His younger son was Anthony Shirley of Preston, 
which property he acquired through his mother, Mary, daughter 
of Thomas Isley of Sundridge, Kent, Esq., who, after William 
Shirleyls death2 remarried Richard Elrington Esq. From this 
Anthony descend the Shirleys of Preston, one of whom7 Anthony's 
great-grandson, was created a baronet in 166 at a time when 
the elder line had fallen on very evil days. 
14. 
Despite the comparatively short time that the family had 
been resident in Sussex, they had, by Sir Thomas Shirley's 
time, become connected with many leading county families. 
Apart from the Blounts and the Bellinghams with whom their 
alliances have been mentioned, the Shirleys had, since the 
beginning of the sixteenth century, married into such Sussex 
families as the Chaloners of Lindfieldl, the Dawtreys of 
Petworth, the Michells of Stamerham and the Shelleys of 
Michelgrove. There were also some striking matches with 
families outside Sussexq for example, the marriage of Anthorjy 
Shirley of Preston with a member of the Walsingham family. l; ý- 
In fact, by Sir Thomas Shirley's time, the family were well 
rooted socially, and their connections outside the county 
would have increased their influence within it. The marriages 
made by Sir Thomas' own daughters show that a connection 
with the Shirleys of Wiston was then valued even by members of 
some of the leading political families of England, and of the 
peerage. Their social prestige seemq to have last6d long 
after disaster overtook the family. 16. 
12. - ' 
S. A-C, *j -vj . 12-13; -xxxii, 158. - 13. S. A. C. )v. 13-14; I. P. M. ) P. R. O. ) C. 142/94/76; B. &C-1 loc. 
cIF. - 
14. S. A. C. v, 13-14; xix, 63 et seqq; lxii, 89-91; B. &C., 1-02- 
C-1 t- 
15. B. &C-1 loc. cit. See also B. M. Harl MS, 703)f. %7b. 
16. But S-A-C 
' .) 
11,99 & 101 is misleading. The lady referred 
to as-the betrothed of Sir Thomas Pelham72nd bart. of 
Laughton, was apparently Judith) d. of Sir Robert HonyWOod 
of Pett, Charing, Kent, and widow of the younger John 
Shurley of Lewes who died in 1631 (q. v. ) She was not a 
member of the Wiston familye 
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Wiston House, the home of the Wiston Shirleys, was 
rebuilt in about 1576. It is situated at the foot of the 
Downs2 on the North side, immediately below Chanctonbury Ring, 
and close to Steyning. It has been much altered by re- 
building. 17* 
Whether armigerous. 
The Shirleys orWiston are mentioned in the Visitations of 
1530 and 1570ý10: 1ýýe 
Shirleys of Preston appear in those 
of 1634 and 1 62 
(i) Shirley of Wiston. 
Members of the family. 
Head of the family in 1580. 
Sir Thomas Shirley of Wiston, eld. son and heir of William 
Shirley of Wiston Esq. who died 29 May) 1551 and was buried 
at Wiston 20-and of Mary d. of Thomas Isley of Sundridge, 
Kent2 Esq% William Shirleyts step-sister. After William 
Shirley's death, she married Richard Elrington of Preston 
who predeceased her. 21. 
Aged only 9 years old at his fatherls death in 1551.22. 
Early in life, he was patronised by the Earl of Leicester. 
23- 
1569$ 1584,1591, (then noted as in the Low Countries), 
referred to as a Deputy Lieutenant for Sussex. He was 
specifically dropped from the Commission of Lieutenancy in 
1601.24. 
M. P. Sussex2 1572,1584,2501593; St%yning, 1601,16049 Sat 
on a few parliamentary committees. 2 . 
June, 1573-Jan-, 1601, J. P. Sussex. Of the Quorum regulclrly 
from about 1584.27.1587, referred to in certificate 
concerning the Sussex J-PIS as, wiýý two others in Bramber 
Rape$ "good Justyces, young men. " 
17. Horsfield, -ij 235 
18. S. A. C.,, xxxixt- 10ýli 
H. C. -MýS. D. 11 and 
and 7. 
19. S. A. C., =ixl 
20. Wi-11-P-C-C- 19 
10C. Cit. 
v 
S. A. C. v, 8 -et seqq. ; 111,84. H. C. - D. 13; and Phillips, 10; G-18. Also B. M. Add. MSI 171 065jff. 6b 
113) 125; H. C. MS, C. 27 
Bucke; I. P. M. P. R. O. c. i42/94/769 
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12 August 15731 knighted at Rye when the Queen first visited 
the to'vm. ý99 
During his early years, perhaps c- 1576, he re-built Wiston 
House. 30- 
Nov., 1577, Sheriff of Surrey and Sussex. 31- 
1580, was a Commissioner for Recusancy for Sussex. 32- 
1583-14, had the custody of Anne, Countess of Arundell at 
Wiston. There her daughter, Elizabeth, was born. 33- 
C. 1585) Commissioner for disarming the Sussex Recusants and 
Commissioner for Musters. 34- He was also Comm ssioner for 
disarming the Sussex recusants in July, 1592--ý- 
1585-16, accompanied Leicegter to the Low Countries with a troop of his oiin raising. -3 - 
February, 1587, appointed Treasurer at War to the English 
army servins in the Netherlandst probably through Leicester's 
influence. 37. Began soon afterwards to amass a fortune by 
speculating with the money granted for the payment of the 
armed forces. 36- Was reported at one time to be making 
f-16 000 p*a. over and above his salary by doing this, by 
seffing 5oncessions to victuallers and by acting as a money- 
lender. 3 - 
23. D. N. B. 
24. See Appendix 2. 
25. In 1584, was supported, with Robert Sackville, by Lord 
Buckhurst and Viscount MoOtaguej (both of whom wrote to 
the Sheriff, Walter Covert Esq., on the matter) against 
Herbert Pelham and George Goring, the rival canAidates. 
(B. M. Harl. MS, -'ýj 703, ff. l8b & 19b) 
26. UfficiýlrReturxi se0 Matthews: PersoLel of the 
Pgrliament-of 15A4-15, (Univ. of London M. A. thesis). 
Sect. III? 204. 
27- P. R. O. Assizes, 35, S. E. Circuitj Sussex, 15-43. B. M. 
Lansd. MS 7371 f. 158. 
28. S. A. C. 2 
H2 59. 
29. D. N. B. 
30- Horsfield 1,235; S-A-C. v-, plate opP-p-l- 
31- P. R. O. Sheriffs .- 32. W. B. C. R. O., D. R 0.90/1/37, ff. lb27-j'292 30731- 
See notes on th; Howard family* 
B. M. Harl. MS. 474, ff 90b and 80b. 
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1588, was assessed at the rate of : ClOO for the Armada Loan, 
the highest rate known in Sussex. 40- 1591, bought a manor of 
about 11100 acres in Leicestershire from the Earl of Essex. 410 
1592, attempted, unsuccessfully, to buy the office of 
comptroller of the Household through Burghley for p, 500.42. 
1593, bought property in Sussex from the Pellatt family. 43- 
1591, the Queen appointed a Commission to enquire into his 
pecuniary position, but he continued to hold the office and 
was also Treasurer of the forces serving in France from 1591 
on*44- But there were many complaints about his discharge 
of his duties. He replied to some of these in a letter of 
23 May, 1595.45* 
By March, 1596, it was reported that he owed the Queen more 
than he was worth. 46. 
21 March, 1597, he went bankrupt. 47- The defalcations debited 
against him amounted to ýC120,000.48. He was charged with 
peculation, and in the course of the subsequent enquiries, 
others were involved. 49. 
35- B. M. Harl. M3 703-If 67b. 
36. D. N. B. For his intimate relations with Leicester see 
B. M. Cotton MS. Galba C IX., f. 120 et seqq. t 128J36. 
37- D. N. B. P. R. O., MS, Qai. P; t. Rolls 30 Eliz- f- 13b- 
Signet Office Doequets it P. R. O. Index 6800t f. lli; 
Cgi. S. P. D., - 
1581-190.1 663* 
38t F. C. Dietz: English Public Finance3 1558-1641,242 et 
seq e Cal. S. P. D-3 1591-141 542 77,373t ý36; 
dal. S. P. D. 
15N-17t44o 
39- C. G. Cruickshank: Elizabethts Army, 96. 
40. -S. 
A. Col 1 35. He was in England then (B. M. Harl MS-703, 
f- 53b & ýý. 
41. Leics. Arch. Soc. Trans xxiv, 57. 
42. P. R. O., S. P. 12/2421f: 
ýO. 
43- S. A. C., xxxviii2lll & 116. 
44* D. N. B*,, al. S. P. D., 159ý-t7,44. 
45. Cal. S. ý. D.. 159ý-17qloc-cit'- 
46. D. N. Be 
47. ri-etz, loc. cit. 
48. Ibid. 
49. Leics. Arch. Soc. --Trans., 
loc. cit. 
---- --. ---- 
- 
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March, 1604$ was arrested for debt and imprisoned in the Fleet 
though he was then M. P. for Steyning. The House of commons 
raised the question of privilege and championed it with such 
zeal that eventually Shirley was released and took his seat. 
50- 
Was obliged to sell much ancient family property both in 
Sussex and elsewhere in the attempt to meet his debts. He 
kept only Wistoh which he settled on his wife. 51- 
Oct., 1612, died, the year after his son Robert returned from 
abroad, heavily in debt. He was buried at Wiston. M. I. 52. 
Wife. 
Ann, d. of Sir'Thomas Kempej Rnt., of Wollantighej Kent. Md. 
. 
in 1559. Wiston was settled on her by her husband when in 
financial difficulties. Will dt. 19 Feb., 1622, pr. 1623- 
Bur. 17 Feb., 1622, at Preston, her brother-in-law's seat-53. 
Children. 
Thomas Later Sir Thomas Shirley, "the-younger". Eld. s. and 
h. 6 years old at the 157O. Visitation of Sussex. 54. 
M. P. Steyhing, 1584,1593; elected for Bramber & 
Hasti s, preferred Hastings, 1601; Steyning, 1614, 
1621-035- Accompanied his father to the Low Countries, 
1585. Later did some military servýce in Ireland 
where-he was knighted, Oct., 1589.5 - Subsequently 
was at Court. The Queen was much irritated by his 
first7 and secrett marriage and in Sept., 1591 he was 
committed to the Marshalsea where he remained until 
the following spring. 1593, served again in the Low 
Countries, holding the rank of captain. Became 
involved in his father's pecuniary difficulties. 
Resolved on privateering as a way out. Handed over 
his company at Flushing to his wife's kinsman, Sir 
Thomas Vavasour. Despite his seizure of four "hulks" 
in the Channel in 1598, and his pillaging of a- 
to-vmship in Portugal in 1602,57-he was still troubled 
..... ...... 
50. S. A. C., x1viiij9n. He had been dropped from the Commiss- 
ions. of Lieutenancy and of the Peace in 1601. (v. supra) - 
51. S-A-C: j v, 22. 52. D. N. B 7 S. A. C., lxxii, 230. 53. D. N. B., sub-,; Sir Thomas Shirley$ 1564-1630119, B. &C-1 
, 
loc-cit; P-C-C. 34 Swann; S. A. C., v, 22. 
54. B. &C * loc. ci : Ph 1 ips2 10. 55. OffMal Returns- so see H. Matthews: Personnel of the 
, 
11arument 
- of-1 
A4-5, (Univ. of London M. A. thesiss)ISee't. 
111,204. 
Z7 
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Children, continued 
by his creditors. In 16oo, his father brought a case on 
his behalf against the supporters of Sir Richard 1ýjeston of 
Suttont Surrey, one of his creditors, in the Star Chamber. 
They were accused of breaking into the Shirleys, house in 
Blackfriars at about 1 o'clock on 31 July, 16ool and 
attacking the Shirleys, father and son, who were unarmed, 
and of attempting to break in again after they had been 
turned out. The answer of one, Thomas Lea Esq. 2 was that he had been requested by Sir Richard Weston to recover a 
debt owed him by the younger Sir Thomas Shirley or to find 
out whether the latter acknowledged it. The upshot was a 
quarrel in which the younger Shirley denied "with lewd 
words" that he owed anything, and the elder Shirley spoke 
his mind about Sir Richard Weston. Thomas Lea was then 
thrust out of the 11ouse and the doors were locked, but as 
one of Lea's servants was still inside, he kicked the gate 
open and the servant escaped through it. He denied that he 
had intended to murder Shirley. 58. 
1602, went on an expedition to attack the Turks in the 
Levant. Jan., 16031 captured by the Turks and remained 
their prisoner until Dec. 1*1605. Late in 16o6l returned to England. Sept., 16o7l imprisoned in the Tower for 
illegal interference with the operations of the Levant Co. 
August, 1611, confirmed in King's Bench as an insolvent 
debtor. 1612, his father died and his difficulties were 
thereby increased-59- c. 1624, sold Wiston to Sir John 
Fagg and retired to the Isle of Wight whe e he died c. 1630- 
He left in MS "A Discourse of the Turks'l. 
VO* 
56. D. N. B. 
57. Ibid; Cal. S. P. D.. 1601-L3,187,209. 
58. P. R. O. St. Ch. 5 Eliz., S. 67/18; and S. 67/37; also 
S. 14/4. 
59., D. N. B. 
6o. ýýbid, s-A. c., v, 23-14. 
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Children continued. 
Anthony Later "Sir Anthony Shirleyll, 2gd son. 5 years old at 
the 1570 Vis tation of Sussex. lo 1585 -1602 at least, J. P. Sussex. 
ý2.1587, 
in certificate concerning the 
Sussex J. P's was referred to as dropped from the 
Commission of the Peace because he had a brother on 
it and there were enough X. P's for Bramber Rape 
without him This report embodies at least one error. (V. infral)63- 1586, took part in the wars in the Low 
Countries and was present at Zutphen. 64.1591, joined 
the Earl of Essex in his expedition to Normandy in 
support of Henry of Navarre and became an enthusi- 
astic admirer of the Earl. Was made a knight of the 
Order of St. Michael by Henry IV of France. 1593, 
returned to England. The Queen was angry at his 
acceptance of this honour and he wqs imprisoned in 
the Fleet. He was examined by Sir John Puckering, 
the Lord Keeper, and by Lord BuckýFst and released 
on his retirement from the Order. But he was 
commonly known thereafter as "Sir Anthony". 1595, was 
plaintiff in a Star Chamber case against various 
inhabitants of Tilehurst in Berkshire who had cut 
down and taken away grass in a meadow claimed by 
Shirley as his. The defendants, chief of whom was 
Thomas Alberie, showed that the land was confiscated 
land7 originally belonging to Sir Francis Englefield, 
but taken over by the Crown in 14 Elizabeth because 
of his defiance of the Statute against persons 
staying beyond the seas without permission. In 16 
Elizabeth, the land was granted by patent under the 
Exchequer seal to one, Thomas Stiff) for as long as 
it should remain in the Queents hands, and Thomas 
Alberie befame the sub-tenant and occupier. On 
Englefield's attainder Alberie became suitor to the 
Lord Treasurer for a new lease and at first this was 
not definitely granted or refused. Alberie there- 
fore continued in occupation. He denied that Shirley 
61-B. &C., loc-cit; Phillips, 10. 
62. P. R. O. Assize 35, S*EoCircuit) Sussex, 27-44. But the list 
for 1586, (no. 
A), 
is missing and he is not on the 1587 
list, nor on that for Jan. 
M9) though he is on those for 
1588 and June, 1589. 
63-S-A-C-iii) 60. But the reference to his brother being a r-P is an obvious error. There is no evidence for this. 
It was Sir Thomas Shirley, the elder2 who was on the 
contd. 
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g-nildren continued 
had any title to the land and affirmed that the 
Queen had lately granted him the land for 21 years by 
patent under the Exchquer seal, retaining the reversion herself. In the course of the interrogatories, it 
transpired that the Earl of Essex had laid claim to the land and, ýad sold his interest in it to Sir Anthony 
Shirley. 100- 1595) planned a buccaneering expedition 
with Essex and his father to attack a Portuguese 
settlement in the Gulf of Guinea. Delay, due chiefly to Essex. 1596, started on an expedition with six 
ships but did no 
,t 
attack the settlement. Visited 
Dominica, coasted Venezu%la and Columbia and called at 
Jamaica in Jan., 1597. He planned, after visiting 
Newfoundland2 to return via the Straits of Magellan 
and the Pacific and Indian Oceans but all his ships but 
one mutinied. He called at Newfoundland and arrived in 
London in July, 1597, according to Sir Robert Cecil, 
"alive but poor". The same yearg he accompanied Essex 
on the fruitless Islands Voyage. 15999 accepted Essex's 
invitation to conduct a company of English volunteers to 
Ferrara to assist the d'Este claimant to seize it, and 
left England with his brother, Robert, never to return. 
He found the succession disputO settled in Ferrara, and7 
according to Anthony Shirley2 was instructed to continue 
to Persia on a diplomatic and coý; mercial mission. 
reference 63 continued 
Commission of the Peace at this time, he being referred 
to as 111knightt' after 1573- (P-R . 0. Assizes 35t S. E. Circuit Sussex 15 et seqq. He is still "Asq" in the 
June2 1ý73 list). The father was only 45-years old in 
1587 when Anthony was 22. 
64. D. N. B 
65. Ibid.; see also B-11. Harl. MS, 6996, ff. 81-91b. 
66. P. R. O. Star Chamber 5 Eliz. S. 5915; S. 42/25, 
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But he had no official sanction from the government, 
and when he sought later to return to England2 he was 
refused and English ambassadors abroad were warned to 
repudiate his claims. May, 15999 Anthony and Robert Shirley left Venice and travelled via Constantinople and 
Aleppo, and down the Euphrates to Babylon) and thence 
to Persia whgýe they stayed for 5 months at the Court 
of the Shah. - While there, he corresponded with 
"Master Bacon" and the Earl of Essex7 reporting on 
his opening up of relations with Persia and obtaining 
concessions for English merchants wishing to go there$ 
describing the gifts of the Shah to him, including 
1116,000 crowns to beare my charges" on a hunting 
expedition2 1130 horses with furniturej 4 saddles of 
gold and precious stones, 12 camels, 10 mulesi 3 tents", 
etc. In a letter to the Earl of Essex, Shirley 
confessed to the vice of borrowing but said it had 
pleased God to enable him now to satisfy his debts if 
only his creditors would be patient until he could 
send the money. He promised to assist his father, that 
his "base frends" should have no cause to triumph over 
him)-and said that he hýd a standing pension of thirty 
thousand crowns a year. 68- From Persia he travelled 
to Moscow, Stettin, Prague and Rome as the envoy of 
the Shah. His appeals for permission to revisit 
England were ignored. March, 1602, he was in Venice 
where he fell into debt and also under the suspicion of 
the English government on account of his corrg5pon- 
dence with the Spanish king and his ministers. - 
April, 16037 arrested by the Venetian authorities) 
either as a debtor or as a conspirator against a 
friendly power$ England. Imprisoned, but released 
after the accession of James I had changed the official 
attitude in England towards him. Feb. 1604, received 
a licence from the English government to remain abroad 
for some time longer and subsequently acted as 
informer to Cecil about plots being hatched abroad 
against England. Spring, 16057 sent to Prague. 1606, 
went to Morocco where he ransomed certain Portuguese 
prisoners but, on sailing with them to Lisbon, was 
67. D. N. B. 
68. T. -M--. &dd. Ms, 38,139, ff. 15-15b. 
69. D. N. B; Cal-S. D. 1601-31 159. 
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unable to recover the ransom money. In Madrid, was 
commissioned to harass the Turks and Moors in the Levant. 
After an abortive attack on Mitylene in 1609, he was 
dismissed from his command by the Spanish government. 
1611, returned to Madrid where he met and quarrelled with 
his brother, Robert. He was in dire povarty2 and 
although the Spanish king allowed him a pension$ most of 
it went to his creditors. Heiemained in Madrid in a 
state of destitution until his death after 16352 
planning further adventures, associating with the 
Jesuits, and after 16112 compiling an account of is 
Persian experiences2 published in London in 1613NO 
Robert Later "Sir Robert Shirley'12 3rd son. Sometimes known 
as 'Count Shirley"* 1581,. born. 15999 accompanied his 
brother, Anthony, _on the abortive expedition 
to Ferrara 
and thence to Persia. When, at the end of 15999 Anthony 
left Persia7 on his mission to the Courts of Europe 
Robert remained as the guest of the Shah. May, 1Z, he 
wrote to Anthony that he intended to leave Persia if 
possibleg and in May, 1606, he wrote a in describing the 
perils of the Persian Court. Before 1%, he married 
a Circassian, related to one of the Shah's wives. 1607, 
owing to Anthony's long silenceg the Shah appointed 
Robert as a second envoy to the Courts of Europe 
including that of James I to obtain help against the 
Turks, and to open up commercial relations with other 
countries. Feb., 1608, left Persia with his wife. 
Visited Poland2 and in June, 1609, Prague, where he was 
knighted by the Emperor Rudolf II and created Count 
Palatine of the Empire. He continued to -,: 'Florence and 
to Rome, where, in September$ he was received by the 
Pope. Met his brother, Anthony, in Milan, and continued 
to Spain where he transacted commercial business at 
Barcelona and Madrid. 1611, received his brotherg 
Anthony who was then very poor, at Madrid, and that 
summer 
ieft for England. In August, he stayed with his 
father at Wiston. In Oct., 1611, he was received by 
James I at Hampton Court and PrJxe Henry stood godfather 
to Robert's son. He was given an allowance. But the 
merchants were suspicious of him, fearing for their 
trade with Turkey. Jan., 1613t left London for Persia. 
June, 1615 arrived at Ispahan and was nearly poisoned. 
Later in 16l5l left Persia on another mission, visiting 
Goal Lisbong Madrid and Rome. Jan., 1624, arrived in 
70. D. N. B. 1 S. A. Col V, 18-21; xviii, 108, 
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England and stayed with his sister, Lady Crofts, at 
Saxham, Suffolk. Visited James I at Newmarket. 
Was provided by the government with a house on 
Tower Hill. 1625, another envoy arrived from Persia 
and there was aNiolent quarrel between them. The 
English government recommended both to return to 
Persia. March, 1627 they sailed in separate ships 
and on the way Robert Shirley's rival committed 
suicide. June, 1628, reached the Shah's Court. 
There he was told his services were unwanted* 
13 July, 1628, died. The Shah was reported to be 
much moved. His widow went to Rome where she died 
in 1668. T heir son, Henry, is Imown to have been 
alive in England in 1626 but he died soon after. 71. 
Margaret Mentioned in the 1570 Visitation, but not represented 
in the M. I. at Wiston. 72o 
Mary Robert, her brother, stayed with her in Suffolk on 
his visit to England in 1624. 
Elizabeth (or Isabel) 73) Died, August, 1630.74. 
Elizabeth 75. 
J ane 
76. Anne Bap. at St. Annefs2 Blackfriars, 1 January, 1574. 
Cecily Living, 1622.779 
-, ....... ... 
71. D. N. B.; S. A. C., v2 21-13. 
72. Phillips,. 10 S. A. C., lxxii, 231. 
73. S. A. C., V. 1ý;, lxxii2231. 
74. B. &C. 2 loc-cit. 75. Ibid* 
76. Ibid* 
77. Ibid. 
-- 
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Education. 
Universities. Inns of Court. Father B. A. of -Oxford. 23 Feb1l5r5r7 -. Student of Gray' s Fellow of Oriei College, 15ý7-78- Inn, 1559.79* 
Sons Thomasq Hart Hall, Oxf-Imatric Thoma_sl studený 
entry under dt., 15799 aged 15: 80 . of Iniiýr Temple, 
1581. Special 
admission in 
November. 8 . kn*thonv, Hart Hall Oxf - 7matri Anthony, aý;. to entry under dtjj 1ý791 aged 14c. 
* Inner Templ 
B. A., 8 Feb. jýý 2. Fellow of All Nov., 1583* Souls, 1582.0 
Robert2 M. Ao Cantab. ) 1612084. 
Marriages of children. 85. 
Thomas md. twice: - (a) Frances, d. of Sir Thomas 
Vavasour, knt. They were married secretly) in the 
summer 09J. 591 . The Queen was much offended. (v. 
supra). Issue, 3 S-s one of whom was Henry, the 
dramatist) who died in 1627,87. and 4 d. Only one 
son2 Thomas, survived his father. (v. infral 
Epilogue to the family history of the Wiston 
Shirleys). (b) Judith, d. of William Bennett of Londoýt. and widow of - Taylor. They had 6 S. and 6 d. 
Anthony md. in or after 15932 Frances2 d. of Sir John 
Vernon of Hodnet2 Shropshire, by Elizabeth sister 
of Walter Devereux2 lst Earl of Essex. Anthony's 
wife was therefore Robert Deveraux, Earl of Es ex's first cousin. An unhappy marriage. No issue. 
99- 
Robert md., before 1607, Teresial d. of Ismael Khan of 
Persia. He was "a Circassian of noble birth and 
of Christian-faith7 relateg to one of the Circassian 
wives of the Shah Abbas", 11 Febo, 1608, left 
Persia with her husband, whom she accompanied on his 
European journeys as far as Prague 1609 where she 
remained while Robert went on to Italy. 1 She 
rejoined him in Madrid2 March, 1611. That summer 
they went to England and stayed at Wiston with 
Robertfs father. Nov., 1611, their son was born; 
78. - Al-Ox., iv, 134 79. Gray's Inn Admissionp728. 
800 kl* OX*3 'OC*C't 
1. Inner Temple Admissions, 99. 
83. -fnner Temple Admissions, 108. 
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Marriages of-children continued 
Henry, Prince of Wales stood godfather. Jan-11613s 
she accompanied her husband back to Persia and 
arrived with him at Ispahan in June, 1615 where they 
were nearly poisoned. She was with him in Rome in 
1622 when Vandyck painted their portraits. She was 
also with him in England later and urged that he and the rival Persian envoy should sail for Persia in 
separate ships, in 1627- After her husband's death 
in 1628, she retired to Rome where she was "held in 
esteem because of her devotion to the Catholic , faith". She had her husband's remains re-interred 
there-in the Church of Santa Maria della Scala and 
seems to have resided in the convent attached to 
the Church. She and her only song Henry) received an 
annuity left them by Robert's mother of ýCQ p. a. 
Henry was alive in England in 1626 but dead soon 
afterwards. His mother died in 1668 and was 
probably buried in the same tomb as her husband-91- 
Margaret 2- 
Mary md. Sir John Crofts of Saxham, Suffolk. 
Elizabeth (or Isabel) md. Sir Edward Onslow of Surrey who died 
in 1615. Issue. 
Elizabeth md. Sir Pexal Brocas of Beaurepaires Hants., a 
supporter of the Earl of Esse, -c. 93o ' 
Jane Md. Sir John Shurley of Isfield, (q. v. ) Issue. 
Anne Md. ) c. 15907 John, lst Viscount Tracy. Issue. 
Cecily Md., on 25 Nov., 1602, at St. Dunstan's in the West, 
Thomas West, 12th Baron De la Warr. Issue. 94. 
84. A1-Cant-j-Pt. 1j-i_v; -67* .... 85. B. &C., loc. cit. 
86. B. &C., loc. cit; cf. D. N. B. sub "Sir Thomas Shirley, 1564- 
1630? 111 says she was -the d. of Henry Vavasour of Copmanthorpe, of a younger branch of the Vavasours of 
Hazlewood Yorks. Sir Thomas Vavasour is referred to merel 
as "his wife's Kinsman". 
87. D. N. B., which says he was the second son. Cf. B. &C. 112_c. 
cit. -which says he was the eldest. 88. D. N. B. says they were married at Deptford, 2 Dee., 1617, but 
this-is evidently wrong as several of their children were baptised years before this, Judith in 1609 at Preston, Anthony in 1611 and Richard in 1613 when he was also 
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Subsidy assessments. 
(As of Wiston, Hundred of Steyning, Bramber Rape. ) 
38 Henry VIII William Shirley, gent. in lands : C5O. 950 Anne Shirley : C50. 
14 Elizabeth Thomas Shirley Esq. ýM 096. 
18 Elizabeth Sir Thomas Shirley7 knt., ýc6o. 97- 
(Commissioner) 
Anthony Shirley Esq. : C10. 
Epilogue. 
The heir of the Wiston Shirleys after the death of Sir 
Thomas Shirley, the younger, in c. 16301 was the only surviving 
son of his first marriage2 Thomas7 who was baptised at West 
Clandon, Surrey2 on 30 June, 15972 and-kni5hted at Oxford in 
1645 by Charles I, for whom he "suffered". 8- He was still 
living in 1664, and was father of Dr. Thomas Shirley2 the 
physician to Charles 117 who entered into protracted litigation 
concerning certain property at Wiston, valued atQ, OOO 
which had been assigned to another during the Civil War. 
W* 
The case went to the House of Lords on appeal, but Sir John 
Fagg, the defendant, was an M. P. and pleaded privilege, and a 
fracas ensued between the two Houses ending in the prorogation 
of Parliament. August, 1678) Dr. Thomas Shirley died and with 
him the line came to an end. 100- 
rererence, ozi--con-cinuea ... . ... .. 
.. . buried. D. N. B. mentions cnly five sons. Cf. B. &C. 89. D-N. B 
, -sub-"Sir 
Anthony Shirley". ; Cal-S. P. D. 1595-7,44 
90. D. N. B. sub-"Robert Shirley". 
91. Ibid. 
92. Visitations of Ham s ire, 15-10: 1 57531622-134. (Harl. Soc. 
Pubns. 1xiv, 132) says she married Sir Pexal Brocas. 
Cf. B. &C., loc. cit 
93. B. &C., loc. cit. 
94. Ibid. but date of marriage here given as 1596; cf. G. E. C 
ivj-ltO. 
95. P. R. O. ) Z 179/190/225. 96. E: 179/190/283. 
97. E. 179/190/297. 
982 B. &C., loc. cit. 
99. D. N. B. sub. $! Sir Thomas Shirley, 1564-1630? 11 
100. -Ibid: S. A. C. 2 V, 22-25. 
- -- 
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(ii) Shirley-of West Grinstead. 
This family, a younger branch of the Shirleys of Wiston, 
appears in this study by reason of their representation among 
the J. P's and Sheriffs of Elizabethan Sussex. It was founded 
by Thomas Shirley, younger brother of Sir Richard Shirley of 
Wiston who died in 1540. (V. supral and note 11). 
According to one authority, the Shirleys of West 
Grinstead became lords of that manor by grant from the Crown 
on the attainder of Sir Thomas Seymour to whom it had 
previously been granted. How the property ca-me to be in the 
Crown's possession to begin with, is not known. It was granted 
to Thomas Shirley, younger son of the Ralph Shirley of Wiston 
whose will was proved in 1510, and continued in the possession 
of this family until about 1607 when the manor and manorial 
residence were sold to Sir Edward Caryll of Harting. At that 
date the male line of the West Grinstead Shirleys had died 
out. 
101. 
Thomas Shirley2 the first of the Shirleys of West 
Grinstead2 described as of "The Marsh" in West Grinstead Esq. 1202. 
was M. P. for Steyning in the Reformation Parliament his elder 
brother being one of the county members for SussexJ03- He 
married Elizabeth, daughter and heiress of Marmaduke Gorges 
als Russell of Gloucestershire, by whom he had two sons, 
Francis and 11illiam, and four daughters, Isabel, Eleanor, who 
married one of the Brownes of Betchworth Castle2 Surrey, and 
Elizabeth and Joan* 
Francis Shirley of West Grinstead succeeded his father in 
1545 and was aged 21 and more on the 30 Jan., 1545.104- He was 
M*P. for Shoreham in 1555, a J. P. for Susse 1564 - 1578, and 
Sheriff for Surre rd Sussex in 1573-t4. 
W! 
He died on 
24 March, 1578.166 By his wife, Barbara, daughter of 
Richard Blount of 11apledurham., he had two sons, Thomas and 
Richardt and two daughters2 Elizabeth and Ciceley. Thomas was 
therefore head of the family in 1580. 
.......... I ... ... ... . 
101. S. A. C., xxii)10; also v., 11-12 and xixg 68n. 
102. YB. -&C. loc-cit. Cf. v, 
11, 
of "The Marletle 
103- Official Returns. 
104. Fa-T-erls Will, 'P*C*C* 34 Wrastley; I. P. M. 2 PeR. O., C. 142/183/65. 
105. officia Returns P. R. O. Assizes 359 S. E. Circuit, Sussexq 
6-20; and APpendix 4. 
106. I. P. M., P. R. O. C. 142/183/65* 
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Members 
-of 
the f amily. 
Head of the f amily in 1580- 
Thomas Shirley Esq., eld. s. of Francis Shirley Esq., M. P. 
Shoreham, 15559 J. P. Sussex, 1564-1578) and Sheriff of Surrey 
and Sussex, 1573-t4l who died 28 March, 1578; and of his wife, 
Barbara, d. of Sir Richard Blount of Mapledurham. (V- supra) 
Aged 21 and more in 1578.107- 
j. p. Sussex, 1597 - 1600, but not of the Quorum. 
108- 
A staunch Calvinist. 
109* 
20 May, 1606, died. Will dt. 14 May, 1606, pr. - 1607.110- 
I. p. m., 31 Augustj 1606. 
ill- 
112. 
Md. twice: - 
1) Elizabeth - Deforciant in fine with her husband for 
Buddington in 1584. No issue- 
2) Philippaq d. of Sir Edward Caryll of Harting. Living jn 
1606.113- 
Children. 114. 
Py his first wife: - None. 
By his-second wife: - 
Cicilia Aged IC) -on 14 May, 1606. 
Barbara Aged 18 and unmarried in 
Died 14 March, 1628. 
16o6. 
Educsiation. 
Universities. Inns of Court. 
Father Perhaps the Thomas S., gent., 
adm. t, ? ray's Inn, 14 May, 
15910 
1- 
.......... I........ 
107- See his father's I. P. m. PR0.1 C- 142/183/65. 
108. P. R. O., Dorse Pat. Rolls' C: 
ý6/1468 1482 1493)1523- 
109. S. A. C., v, 11 et sejq; M. de Trenqualeon: 
)West Grinstead 
ZY-les'Carv11, (Par s& I-lest Grinstead, 1893), it 356. 
110. F-C-C. 3 and 350 Hudlestone. 
111. P. R. O., C. 142/292/153- 
112. B. &C., loc-cit. 
&3 113. Ipjd- T9-. -TBut Trenqualeon7 loc. cit., says she was 
the only daughter of Edward Caryll tof Viashington') 
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Marriages of children.. 116. 
Cicilia md. Sir Ge re Snelling of Portslade. Issue. 117. 
Barbara md. twice: 
o K) 
Sir Thomas Thornhurst who died, 
1627. M. I., Canterbury Cathedral. (b) Anthony St. 
Leger. 
Subsidy assessments,. 
.I........ ... .. (As of Tithing of Grinstead, Hundred of Grinstead, Bramber Rape. 
38 Henry VIII Francis Shirley, gent. 
Elizabeth Shirley, wido Z-his mother_7 
2 Elizabeth Francis Shirley, gent., 
14 Elizabeth Francis Shirley, Esq., 
18 Elizabeth Francis Shirley Esq., 
in lands f-5 13 4. 
W, 
Q0.118 
f: 10.119. 
: E26.120. 
: C30.121. 
114. B. &C., 172. 
115. Grayls Inn Admissions, 78. 
116. B. &C.,. loc. cit.... . 117. B. &C. says she may have married secondly, William 
Blount) but that she is. named Lady Snelling in her 
Inquisition Post Mortem. 
118. P. R. O. ) E. 179/190/225. 119. E. 179/190/268. 
120. E. 179/190/283. 
121.9 E. 179/190/297. 
- _____ 
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1 
SHURIEY. 
Origins. 
In spite of Horsfield's assertion that the Shurleys 
of Isfield were "a branch of the more distinguished family 
settled at Wiston" "2 there is hardly any foundation for 
such an assumption. A scholarly article by the Rev. E. 
Turner.. entitled "Isfield Place and the Family of Shurleyll., 
follows the lead of Mr. Evelyn Shirley, author of the "Stemmata Shirleiana". and shows that any blood relation- 
ship between the two families is unlikely before the marriage 
of Jane., the daughter of Sir Thomas Shirley the elder, of 
I'Viston, to Sir John Shurley of Isfield. 0 Despite the 
vagaries of Tudor spelling., there may be some significance 
in the fact that the name of the Isfield family is more 
frequently spelt with a 'lull., while that of the Wiston family 
is generally given an Ili", or an "ell., in the first syllable. 
According to MIr Evelyn Shirley, the only real evidence of 
any kinship is found in the will of Ralph Shirley of VUston., 
dated 11 February, 1509, in which John'Shurley of Isfield 
is described as the testator's "cousin". 4 In view of the 
common usage of the word at that time, lar Shirley dismisses 
such e vidence as insuf f icient to w arrant any large genea- 
logical assumptions. The two. families are therefore treated 
quite separately in this study. It is noteworthy that their 
coats of arms are quite different. 5 
The origin of the family of Shurley is obscure. It 
is true that one pedigree traces them back to a John Shurley 
Of Iangfield., Yorkshire,, Esq., 6 but, according to Mr. E. P. 
Shirley, its authority is highly questionable. 7 Both he 
and Comber agree that the first member of this family of 
whom any reliable information is available is the John Shurley 
of Isfield who possessed that manor towards the end of the 
fifteenth century, or at the beginning of the sixteenth 
century. 8 The exact date of his cominS into possession of 
the manor and of Isfield Place is unknown, but it has been 
suggested that the Shurleys may have purchased the pro-Derty 
from the Wests., Lords De la Warr, since they viere in 
possession of it a few years previously. 
1. 
2. 
5. 
9. 
Sometimes spelt differently, but v. infra. 
Horsfield., 1.. 371. 
S. A. C., xviii. 124 et seqq. 
S. A. C. $xviiiel33. UT. B&0.., 172 & 204. 
B. M. Add. LIS, 5711.. f . 147. 
S. A. C.., xviii., 134. 
S. A. 0.., xviii., 124., (quoting); 
17 =C 
.., 2 04. 
_S. 
A. . X-viii., 134-15. 
Comber., (L-eives)., 252; 
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This John Shurley of Isfield is described in his 
Monumental Inscription in Isfield Church as "Mr John 
Shurley Esq, s sometime Chief Clerk of the Kitchen to Our Sovereign Lord King Henrý VII,, and Cofferer to our sovereign 
Lord King Henry VIII11.1 He is also described as Cofferer 
to the King in the will of his brother-in-law - John Goring. In John Shurley's own viill,, 11 there is further evidence of 
his connections with the Royal Household. In it he appointed 
Roger 1,, Iore, 11sergeaunt of the King's Bakehousell., co-. executor 
with his ovin son, John Shurley; Sir Richard Broke, knt, Chief 
Baron of the Exchequer, was appointed Supervisor; and Thomas 
Vieldon, third Clerk of the Kitchen, was a legatee. Concern- 
ing his own family., the will mentions by name the testatorts 
own father, Roger Shurley, though the only information about 
him is that he had held certain lands at "Prestend", or 
Presteign, in Herefordshire, which had formerly been the 
property of the testator's grandfather, Uilliam Walker. It 
also mentions the testatorts deceased wife, Parnell, of the 
family of Grauntford, or Grandeford, and the testator's 
three sons., John., William and Edward,, and his t,; o daughters., 
Joan and Bridget. 
John Shurley had, in fact.. married twice; first., 
Parnell., daughter and heiress of John Grandeford,, and secondly, 
Margery., daughter of John Goring. It was his seýpond wife who 
was the mother of all John Shurley's children. N Of these, ' 
it was his third s'on., Edward, who succeeded him. 
Edward Shurley of Isfield.. like his father before him., 
was Cofferer to Henry VIII and is commemmorated in another 
11onumental Inscription at 5 
Isfield where he was buried, having 
died on 16 March, 1558 .1 His wife was Joan., daughter of John Fenner of Crawley., Sussex, Esq., who later remarried 
Anthony Morley., the ironmaster. 14 By her., Edward had three 
sons and possibly a daughter. 15 Thomas.. the eldest son., 
inherited Isfield. 
It has been suggested by Mr, Turner., that it was Thomas 
Shurley, if not his father, viho erected a smaller residence 
at Isfield in place of another much larger it ructure which 
the Shurleys found there on their arrival. Thomas does 
10. S. A. C.., xviii. 128. 
11. janlcyn. He died 3 August,, 1527. (B & C.., 204). 
12. B 8c C., loc. cit. 
13. ýJjllp POCGU@ 2 Noodes. 
14. See notes on families of Fenner and Morley. 
15. S. A. C.,, Xviii,, 129. B&C.., loc. cit. 
16.9-A. G. Ixviijsl27. 
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not appear to have been a J. P. or to have held any 
important county office, but he distinpuished himself by 
marrying Ann, daughter. of Sir Nicholas Pelham of Laughton., 
Imt., neice on her mother's side of Sir Richard Sackvilleo 
and therefore first cousin to Lord Buckhurst,, himself a 
cousin of the Queen. 17 She died on 6 April., 1571 and was 
buried at Isfield, and Thomas Shurley subsequently married 
Ann., daughter of Sir Thomas Wroth, knt. She survived her 
husband who died at Lowes, 18 January, 1579 and was buried 
at Isfield. His widow was living at Enfield in 1580.18 
By his first wife, Ann, daughter of Sir Nicholas 
Pelham, Thomas Shurley of Isfield Esq., had two sons and a 
daughter., his eldest son, John., succeeding him at the age of 
ten in 1679,19 It was he who was head of the family in 
1580 and who was on the Commission of the peace for some 
years towards the close of Elizabethfs reign. 
This John had an uncle., also John Shurley., his fatheris 
younger brother, who was a lawyer and who founded a branch 
of the family at lowes. Like his nephew he also sat on the 
Commission of the Peace and in Parliament as a borough member, 
so that some care is required in distinguishing them. 
The parish of Isfield. 20 is about five miles North of 
Lewes and about three miles South-West of Uckfield. The 
remains of Isfield Place., "The old family mansion of e 
Shurleys", were still to be seen in Horsfieldls time, 
ýý 
though part of the building was then converted into a farm- 
house. A description of it and Of its ybsequent alterations 
is given by Mr. Turner is his article. Isfield Church is 
rich in Monumental Inscriptions concerning the family from 
the first John Shurley onwards. 25 
17. S. A. C.., xviii... 129. , 
18. For Thomas Shurley's Ll 
I.., 
see 
P. R. O.., C. 142/i9l/-lol. 
cit. 
19. B&0 loc. cit. 
20. I-lot tý*be conru-sed with Ifield., 
21. Horsfield., i.. 3r7l. 
22. S. A. C. xviii., 124 et seqq. 
23. S. A. 0'.., xxiii, 167. 
S. A. C... lxx., 159; for his 
See also B&C., loc. 
near Crawley. 
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Whether armigerous. 
A coat was granted to john shurley, Cofferer to Henry VI 
though sometimes a different one was used by the family. 
ii 
Mentioned in only one version of the 1570 Visitation. 25 
Not mentioned in the College of Herald' LIS. version of the 
1634 Visitation, but found in another version embodying 
additional pedigrees, 26 
Members of the family. 
Head ofthe, familv in 1580. 
John., later Sir John Shurley of Isfield, knt., eld. son 
and heir of Thomas Shurlpy of Isfield who died in 1579., 
(v. supra)., and of Ann, d. of Sir Nicholas Pelham, his 
first wife. 27 
28 Succeeded his f ather in 1579 aged 10 years. 
1597 - end of reign at least, J. P. SusseA9 
1593, M. P. East Grinstead, perhaps M. P. Steyning,, 1597; 
Bramber, 1604; Sussex, 1626.30 
1603, knighted. 31 
Sheriff of Surrey & Sussex, 1616-1617.32 
24. S. A. C.., xviii, 134. 
25. Us . D. 11. 26. H. C. MS. C. 27; Visitations of Sussex, 1530 and 1633-14, 
(Harl. Soc. Pubns., 1iiij 64-15). 
27. B&C., loc. cit. But F. E. Ball: Judges in Irelan , 
(1926), 
1., 328,, says that George., who became a Chief Justice of the 
Common Bench in Ireland, was their eldest son. 
28. B&C. ploc. cit. 29. Dorse Pat. Rolls., P. R. O.,, 0.66/1468.. 1482,, 1493., 1523,1549,, 
1594. 
30. Official Returns. As "of Ifield" (sic). The N. P. Lewes., 
=, , of the Middle Temple, London" was his uncle.. John 
Shurley of Lewes) who was also, probably, the M. P. for 
Lostwithiel.. 1584., and for Zowes.. 1588., John Shurley of 
Isfield being still in his Iteens at those dates. It is 
not, partain which of them was M. P. for Steyning in 1597, 
but/, T'6rhn Shurley of Isfield was the M. P. for Bramber, 1604., 
and the county member in 1626, his uncle, who was not a 
knight, having died ten years earlier. (Cf. H. Matthevist 
Personnel of the Parliament of 1584-15., (Univ. of Londony 
R. -A. tnesls), 
31. Shaw . 11,107. 32. P. R. O. Sheriffs. 
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Deputy Lieutenant for Sussex sometime betweeý Sept.., 1624 and July, 1631. Date of appointment uncertain. 3 
Was perhaps the Sir John Shurley involved in litigation 
concerning the Payment of the Vicar of CuckfieldIs stipend 
out of the Great Tithe. 34 
1599, presented a vicar to the Rectory of Crawley, later 
criticised in the Act Book of the Archdeaconry Court of Levies (1625) for slovenliness. 35 
25 April.. 1631., died. Buried at Isfield. 71ill dt. 25 April., 
pr. 630 May., 1631.36 I. P. M. 18 Jan.., 1632.37 Had settled 
his lands, 15 Dec., 1625 and 23 April., 1631.38 
M. I. at Isfield which says he was "of an ancient Sussex 
family, of a magnanimous heart., of an exemplary industry., of 
a justice beyond exception"., and that he was 11stout in good 
causes, yea, and good in all causes". After references to 
other members of the family, the inscription continues, 
stating the purpose for which it was erected., namely.. "That 
the fame of Sir John Shurley, being Deputy Lieutenant and 
justice of the Peace and Coram of this County of Sussex, might 
be precious in the memory of all men 'till the last change 
of the last man". 39 
Wives. 
40 
Md. twicet- 
1) Jane, d. of Sir Thomas Shirley of Viiston, knt., the elderj, 
and sister of Sir Thomas., the younger, of Sir Anthony of Sir 
Robert. Issue, 3 sons and 7 daughters. 
2) Dorothy., d. of Geor e Goring of Danny Park Esq.., Receiver 
of the Court of Wards, 
K. 
v. ) and %vidow of Sir Henr zi Bowyer 
of Cuckfield., knt. (q. v. ) M. I. to her at Isfield. 
33. S. A. C. xviii. 130-11; xl,, 2,5,, 7,32. 
34. S. A. . 
', 'xlv 
, 4- 8 35. IST-. =. ... xlix,, 6i. See also lv, 3. 36. B&C,, Ioc. cit.; P. C. C. 62 St. John. 
37. P. R. 0. , -TI. 
M7471/70. 
. 38. B&C., loc. cit. 39. S. A. C. xvilio-130- 11, and lxx, 159. 
40. B &- C.,, loc. cit. 
41. S. A. C. xvi A,, 3: 30- 11. 
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Children. 
42 
By his first viife: - 
Thomas D. sp. and V. p. Bur. at Isfield., 10 Sept., 1604.1d. I. 
John D. s. p. and v. p. Bap. 14 Dec.., 1600.1A. I. 
Jane Bap. 3 Jan., 1597. 
Ciceley It 28 Feb, 1598. Dead., 1632 17 
Elizabeth 17 JuneO1599. Bur. at Isfield/june., 1729. 
ics i. e. 1629. 7 
Charity 
Cap. 
4 July, 16-02. 
Anne 31 Dec., 1603. 
11ary 
Hannah D. v. p. 
By his second wife, -- None. 
Education. 
Universities. Inns of Court. 
Father Hart Hall.. Oxf.,, matric. Adm-. 7`57-n-ner--T-emple., 
entr Z3 22 june, 1582, aged 11 August., -1591.44 
14. 
Sons 
vlarriages of children. 45 
Thomas 
John 46 
Jane md. three times: - (a) Sir Walter Covert of Slaugham., (b) John Frencke, Issue. (c) Denzil, Lord Holles. 
Ciceley md. Sir William Somervile, knt. Issue. 
Elizabeth md. Sir Thomas Palmer of Wingham, bart. 
Charity md. James Rivers Esq., eld. s. of Sir John Rivers of 
Chafford, Kent, bart. Issue. 
Anne md. Sir Giles Overbury, s. of Sir Nicholas Overbury 
of Boniton., Gloucs. Issue. 
Mary md Jo Doyley Esq., s. and h. of Sir Cope, or 
Ho; Per47 Doyley of Chiselhampton., co. Oxon. Issue. 
Hannah 
42. B&C:., loc. cit.; S. A. C., xviii. 130-fl. 
43. Al. Ox , iv, 1348. 44. Inner Temple Admissions., 1.. 63 
45. B&C.., loc. cit. The M, I. of 
iheir father says that two 
of his seven daughters died v. p. and that the five others 
made "several marriages of good quality". It does not 
indicate which are referred to. All six daughters who 
married, appear to have 'married wellf. 
46. S. A. C., lv., 3. 
47. S=.. .., xviii., 131. 
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Note: - Since Sir John Shurley of Isfield had no sons to 
succeed him, he settled his lands on his nephew, Robert) eld. 
son of his younger brother, George., (cf. note 27) who was 
Lord Chief Justice in Ireland in the reigns of James I and 
Charles I. Robert died in 1646 and was buried at Isfieldp 
leaving one son., John Shurley who d. s. p. in 1656. Isfield 
therefore went through Penelope., daughter of a younger brother 
of Robert., to her husband, Edward Radcliffe Esq. of Hitchin2 
Herts. 48 
Subsidy assessments. 
(As of Isfield, Hundred of Loxfield Dorset, Pevensey Rape) . 
38 Henry VIII Edward Shurley, gent. in lands L45. 49 
(Comm. issioner) 
2 Elizabeth Johana Shurley, widow, if Z20. 
50 
18 Elizabeth Thomas Shurley Erq.., L20. 51 
1-2 Charles I Sir John Shurleyknt., Z20. 52 
(Commissioner) 
(ii) Shurley of Lewes. 
Members of the famill. 
Head of the family in_1580. 
John Shurley Esq., second son of Edward Shurley Esq . Cofferer to Henry VIII., who died 16 March., 1558, (vNupra) 
and of Joan., d. of John Fenner of Crawley, Sussex Esq. 
She remarried Anthony Morley., the ironrAaster. This John 
Shurley was the younger brother of Thomas Shurley Esq. of 
Isfield, and therefore uncle of Sir John Shurley of Isfield. 
(V. supra). He was the founder of a branch of the family at 
Liewes. 
1572., M. P. Lewes. Probably also the M. P. Lostivithiel. 1564, 
and Lewes., 1588. May have been the m. P. Steyning. 1597, 
though this could also have been his nephew. 53 
48. B&C., 10C. Cit-; S. A. C.,, xviii. 131-12. 
49. P. R. O.,, ' -. -l'1VI'd07=- 
50.11 E 179/1907/265. 
51. E: 179/19d, 29Bý 
52. E. 179/191/377a. 
53. Official Returns. V. supra., note 30. 
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1585-1602 at least, J. P. Sussex. 54 Of the Quorum from 1594. 
(His nephew was not at this time. ) 
1587., mentioned in the certificate concerning the J. P's as 55 I'very well thought of"for executing his office of the peacee 
1588, assessed at Z30 for the Armada Loan, in the second 
lowest group. 56 
1587.. Bencher of the Middle Temple. Reader, Lent2 1587 and 
Lent.., 1596. Treasurero 22 May, 1601 . 57 Serjeant-at-law, 1603.58 
John Rowe., the celebrated lawyer and antiquaq6 studied under 
him and was, for a time, his managing clerk. 
Had a house in Lewes called "The Friars" c3f "Grey Friars". 60 
It may have come to him by his first marriage, his wife, 
Elizabeth, having it from her sister., Joan who was heiress to 
her uncle, John Hyme, the former owner. 61 The house, now 
dismantled,, was apparently also the occasional residence of 
some of the Isfield Shurleys since the lawyerts elder brother., 
Thomas., and his nephew, Sir John Shurley, both died there. 62 
2 Oct., 1616., died. 63 Bur. 5 Oct., 1616 at All Saintsp Leives. 
64 
65 Wives. 
Md. twice; - 
1) Elizabeth., d. of Richard Kyme of Lewes. She was unmd. in 
the will of her uncle, John Hyme Esq. of Greyfriars, Lewesp on 
14 Dec., 1570. She was bur. 30 May, 1580 at All Saints* LevIes. 
2) Frances., d. of Henry Capell of Hadham., Herts. She remd. 
Thomas Trayton of Lewes at All Saints., Lewes, 25 June, 1633. 
54. P. R. O. Assizes, 35, S. E. Circuit. Sussex, 27-44; Dorse Pat. 
Rolls,, C. 66/1421., 1435,01468. t (1596 & 17). 9 
1482., 1493., 1523j, 
15493,1594. 
55. S. A. C. 0 11059. 56.9=.. ., 1,37, but 
here erroneously given as a knight. His 
ilR-eof death is also inaccurately given. 
57. Middle Temple Admissions, J, 29. 
58. A1. Cant., pt. l, iv, 67; He Nvas . recommended for this status 
by Sir Arthur Capell on 27 Nov., 1600. (H. M. C. Hatfield MSSq 
x, p394). 59. S. A. C.,, xviii., 133. 
60. T. - =.., xxxviii. 124-15. 
61. S. N. T. .i1,183. 62. S. A. C. jxviii. 9133. 63.9-. -R. 3. pxiv, 206, and PRC. 142/355/63. For his Feodary 
', 
6ý43ppt. lp dt. 22 Feb. p1617. 
'Tu--rvey, see P. R. O. Vla; d; 
' 
(1616) 0. S' ). 
64. B&C.., Joc. cit. 65. Ibid. 
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(Shurley continued. ) 
66 Children. 
By his first wife: - 
Elizabeth, Bap. 29 May, 1580, at All Saints, Lowess the 
day before her mother's burial. 
By his second wife: - 
John Later of Gray Friars, Lewes, Esq. Aged 16 in 1616. 
Bap. 19 Dec.,, 1599 at All Saints, Lewes. Died at 
Lewes, 3 Oct., 1631; bur. same day at All Saints, 
lowes, beside his father. 67 
Education. , universities. Inns of Court. 
Father M atric. Fell. Com from Adm. to Middle Temple., 
Queentl Coll. Camb.., 5 August, 1565, from 
' Michs. p1562. C lif f ord Is Inn. Bencher, 1587; Reader, 
Unt, 1587 and Lent, 1596. 69 Treasurer, 22 May, 1601. 
Serjeant-at-Lavi., 1603.70 
Son J ohn., adm. to Middle 71 T-em-pTb, 13 Oct. 0 1615. 
marriages of children. 
72 
Of the first marriage: - 
Elizabeth. 
66. Ibid. 
67. F-ossibly a victim of the plague as he was so young 
and the burial so hasty. 
68. Al. C an t. .9pt. 
1,, iv., 67. 
69. Midlie Temple Admissions, 1.29. 
70. A. ant*. q loc. cn. 
71. yid Ile 
- 
Temp're--A-cTm-is s ions., 1., 104. 
72.13 & C... : IOC. C: Lt. 
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(Shurley continued. ) 
Of the second marriage: - 
John md. Judith., d. of Sir Robert Honywood of Pett in 
Charing, Kent. She was bap. at Hollingbourne, 5 
July, 1602, and bur. at Laughton, 21 Nov... 1638. 
She had remd. as his second wife, Sir Thomas Felhamp 
-bart., of Halland 
in Laughton who was bap. at East 
Hoathly., 22 Sept., 1597, and bur. at Laughton, 28 
August., 1654. She and John Shurley had one son and 
three daughters. 
Note: - After the death of John Shurley., serjeant-at-law.. in 
16160 the reversion of Grey Friars passed to his son John, and 
then to his grandson, also John, who died 26 August., 1647; 73 
both the son and the grandson predeceased John Shurley, serjeant- 
at-lawls second wife, Frances, who had a life interest in it. 
74 
Subsidy assessments. 
(As of borough of Levies., Lewes Rape. 
1-2 Charles I John Shurley Esq.,, in lands U. 
75 
(Mistress Shur ley.. widow) Z2 
73. J. P. M.., C. 142/570/147. 
74. S. N. Q., ii, 183; S. R. S., xivnos. 946-t7 and 949. 
75. P. R. O., E. 179/197/M-7a. 
761 
SPEIZAAN. (Spilman., Spylman.. etc. ) 
Origins. 
The parentage of Francis Spelman Esq. of Hartfield, 
Sussex, who was a J. P. of S-Ussex from 1565 1 
to 1576,, and 
Cler4 of the Parliament from 1551 to 1574, is uncertain. 
Perhaps he was the third son of Sir John Spelman of 
Narborough., Norfolk., kmt., and Justice of the King's Bench, 
who died in 1544.2 A Sir John Spelman appears as a nominal 
plaintiff in fine for Lllidhurst in 1535; perhaps this was the 
Judge. 3 There appears to be no other reference to the family 
name In Sussex before Francis Spelman's time. 
If this assumption is correct., Francis Spelman came from 
a family of ancient descent., originally of Hampshire and Vjilt- 
shire, of which a cadet branch settled in Norfolk in the 14th 
century, and he 4 
would have been the uncle of Sir Henry Spelman, 
the antiquary. 
In 1550, Francis Spelman, described as of Gray's Inn, 
London, gent., bought from Lady Anne Knevet her manor of Bole- 
brook in Hartfield and Withiam for L220.5 It was conveyed to 
him and his wife, Margaret, and their heirs and assigns. Mr. 
Spelman was in possession in 1563. In 1565, Francis Spelman 
Esq. and Francis Spelman, his son and heir apparent, were 
plaintiffs in fine for the manor of St. Tye or Tighe in 
Guckfield. 6 
In the bishopts letter of 1564, "Mr. Francis Spilman of 
Hartfield" was described as "no Justice" but a "favourer of 
godly procedings". 7 it was probably due to this that he 
was appointed to the Commission of the Peace in 1565. He 
remained on it untýl 1576 when, apparently, he died. 8 No 
will or I. P. M. seem to have survived. He was apparently 
succeeded by his son,, Francis., plaintiff in fine with his 
father in 1565 for St. Tye in Cuckfield. 
1. A. F. Pollard. - "The Clerical Organization of Parliament", 
(E. H. R.., lvii., 38) 
2. D. N. B.., sub "Sir 
ýohn Spelman.. 1495 ? -1544; Foss: Judges-of ýr: ýnd v., 234; Harl. Soc. Pubns... xx, -,,. ii., 264-15. 
3. S. R S xx, 306. 
4. : "loc. cit.; R. Colt Hoare: Historv of Modern Wiltshire, T=-4'3).. v, ( ).. 74. 
5. S. R. S.., xix, 50; S. A. C., lii$ 35. 
6. S. R. S. , xx, 3 83. 7. NaTil-en misc.,, ix, 10-11. 
8. F. R. O. A-s--slzes, 35, S. E. Circuit, Sussex, 7-18. Marked 
I'mort" against a Liber Facis of c. 1575. B. M. Stowe MS. p 570., f. 63b. 
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(Spelman continued. ) 
Whether armigerous. 
Not mentioned in the 1570 or the 1634 Visitations of Sussex. 
In the Subsidy Roll of 14 Elizabeth, Francis Spelman was 
styled "Esq. " (V. infra. ) 
members of the family. 
Head of the familv in 1580. 
Francis Spelman Esq., son of Francis Spelman Esq. of 
Bolebrook in Hartf ield.. who was J. P. Sussex.. 1565- 176, 
and Clerk of. the Parliament., 1551-1574., (v. supra), and 
who died in 1574., and of Margaret, d. of his wife. 
1565, plaintfif in fine with his father for the manor 
of St. Tye. 
17 Sept., 1588, Writ sent to the sheriff of Sussex 
commanding that Francis Spelman and Mary, his wife, agree 
with John Sedleyj, gent., concerning some lands in Bole- 
brook and Hartfield. Another writ of the same date, 
commanded that Francis Spelman Esq. and tlary$ his wife, 
should agree wjjh Robert Saf6'kvill27Esq. concerning lands 
in Hartfield. 
Dt. of death unknown. No will or I. P. M. There was 
apparently a lawsuit ending in Francis Spelman and Mary, 
lpg 
Bolebrook manor to Robert Sack- his wife, relinquishi 
ville Esq. in 1588. The Spelmans may have left Sussex 
thereafter. 
His wif e. 
Mary., d. of (V. supra) 
Children. 
There is no evidence of any. 
9. S. R. S., lii, 35; &. H. R., loc. cit. 
10. S. R. a. , xx., 3 83. 11. S. A. C... lxvi., 121. 
12.9. R. S.., Xix., 51. 
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(Spelman continued. ) 
Education. 
Universities. 
Perhaps the Francis 
Spilman (sic) who matric. 
pens. from Trinity Coll. 
Cambridge., Easter., 1571. 
Subsidy assessments. 
(As of Hartfield Hundred, Pevensey Rape). 
Inns of Court- 
Adm. lvliddle Templep 
5 Dec. p 1575.14 
2 Elizabeth Francis Spelman, gent., in lands 
14 Elizabeth Francis Spelman Esq., it tf 
(Commissioner) 
18 Elizabeth Francis Spelmans gent. it if 
13. Al. Cant., Pt. liv. 130. 
14. Middle-Temple Admissions, 1.40. 
15. E, 179/190/26b. 
16. tf E. 179/1,96/283. 
17- P. R. 0.9E. 179/190/298. 
P, 16.15 
z2o. 16 
Z2 0.17 
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STANIBY. 
Origins. 
Thomas Stanley Esq., later Sir Thomas Stanley, appears 
in this study by reason of his membership of the Commission 
of the Peace for Sussex from 1597 to the end of the reign 
at least. 
He was of Cumberland origin, being second son of John 
Stanley of Arnaby in that county., himself a second son. I- 
Thomasl elder brother, Christopherj, inherited the Cumberland 
property, while Thomas himself became attached to the house- 
hold of the Earls of Northumberland., in which household he 
held the office of Steward from 1575 to 1590. (V. infra. ) 
Since the Earl's household appears to have been run from 
Petworth rather than from Alnwick, it would seem that.. at any 
rate from the time of his appointment to high office in that 
household, in 1575, Thomas Stanley was settled in Sussex rather 
than in Northumberland. 2 
Whetherarmigerous. 
Not in the 1570 Visitation 
Visitation of Cumberland a 
younger brother, Richard's 
Sussex Visitation,,, 3 and a 
Members of the family. 
of Sussex, but in the 1615 
sa second son. (V. supra. ) His 
son., Thomas., appeared in the 1634 
Richard Stanley in that of 1662.4 
Head of thefamily in 1580. 
_ 
Thomas Stanley Esq., later Sir Thomas Stanley, knt., second 
son of John Stanley Esq. 0 of Arnaby, Cumberland, and of ?5 
Became attached to the-household of the Earls of Northumber- 
land. 
1575- 31 I-lay., 1590, Steward to the Earl of Northumberland 
and resided, probably, at Petworth. 6 
1. Visitation of Cumberland, 1615, (Harl,. Soc. Pubns., vii.. 8 
et seqq. ) 
2.1 am grateful to Mr. G. Batho, M. A., for this information 
and for the ITS references to the household accounts of 
the 8th and 9th Earls of Northumberland. 
3. H. C. LIS, C. 27; S. A. C., xxxix., 113. 
4. S. A. C., =ix. 12 . 5. Harl-. Soc-Pubns., ViiplO.; B&C. $45. 6. Alnwic 1133., U. I. i,, Household Accounts of the Earls of 
Northumberland. 
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(Stanley continued. ) 
Under the 9th Earl of Northumberland, in addition to his 
position as Steward until 31 May, 1590, he was Clerk of the 
Works for the period 15 August, 1585 to 26 Jan., 1567, and 
Payer of Foreip Payments for all the periods for which there 
are accounts. 
25 February., 1588., received L35.16.8. for his annuity issuing 
out of the profits of the Great Park at Petworth, the Hamraer, 
and the furnace there, for the half year to L-lichaelmas.. 1587.8 
1589J. a few months before retiring, he acquired the manor of 
Lee in Fittleworth and certain dependent tenements there. 9 
Fittleworth parish in Arundel Rape lies only a few miles from 
Petworth, and Lee manor, before its conveyance to Thomas 
Stanley, was the property of William Lee Esq. and of Elizabeth, 
his wife. 10 
1597 - end of the reign at least, J. P. Sussex but not of the 
Quorum. 11 
May.. 1597., he, and others, went surety for one, James Anton., 
a merchant, who had undertaken to fit out the army in the 
Netherlands with clothing, a certain sum of money bein ý2 
advanced by the government to Anton for this purpose. 
14 March., 1604., knighted. 13 
1606 " he and his wife, Mary, were deforciants 
in fine for 
the manor of Lee which passed to Richard Stanley, gent., Sir 
Thomas' younger brother, Sir Thomas having no children. 14 
He appears to have moved to Albury, Hertfordshire since, in 
his will., dt. 26 Feb.., 1605, he directed that he should be 
buried in the church therep 11near my pew door"., and made a 
bequest to the poor of that parish. He also mentioned, "all 
the rest of my Soods and chattels unbequeathed that lieth in 
the county of Hertford. " In his will, he bequeathed "all my 
7. I. e., he was Payer of Foreign Payments, 15 Aug., 1585 - 
28 Jan., 1567; 28 jan, 1587 - 23 Aug.., 1587; 25 ? Feb... 1588 
10 May., 1589; 11 May., 1589 - 31 May.. 1590 (ex. inf. Jjr. G. 
Batho. ) 
a. Alnwick LISS J. I. i. See also U. I. ii for payments to 
Edward Francis, his successor as Steward. 
9. S. R. S. . xix., 2 65. 10. Horsfield; 11,, 154. 
11. P. R. O.., Dorse Pat. Rolls, C-66/1468., 1462.. 1493., 1523,1549,, 
1594. 
12. Cal. S. P * D., 1595-t7,411; see also 405., 410.. 412.. 413. 13. Shaw. ii- 
.1J. 
6 0. 
14. qý-R. S., Xix.. 265; B&C.. 9 45. 
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(Stanley continued. ) 
lands in Sussex or elsewhere as also my house without Temple 
Bar near London" to his brother, Richard Stanley and his heirsp 
provided that 100 marks p. a. should be set aside for his wife's 
maintenance during her lifetime. He also mentioned the rent 
of "Barnesbie house in Southwark" which was to be discharged 
by his wife and his brother, Richard, jointly. In this will, 
various relatives are mentioned, including "my cozen, Edward 
Stanley, in the county of Cumberland" to whom he left "a gray 
gelding called Roger". The will was proved 3 Yay, 1607.15 
Wif 
Mary, d. of -Burton and relict of _ Scroggs. 
16 
Children. 17 
None. 
Education. 
Universities'. Inns of Ccrurt. 
Perhaps adm. to Gray's 
Inn., 1552.18 
Subsidy assessments. 
ITo relevant entries in the Sussex Rolls between 38 Henry VIII 
and 1-2 Charlep I. 
IAL 
15. P. C. C. 0 40 Huddlestone. 16. B &- C... 45; Harl. Soc. Pubns., vii, 10; see also P. C. C., 40 
Huddlestone. 
17. Ibid. 
18. ff-ray's Inn Admissions,, 23. 
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STANNYE, (Stanney etc. ) 
Origins. 
Two members of the Stannye 
Sussex during ElizabethIs reign, 
Co=ission between 1565 and 1568, 
from 1597 to 1599. 
family were J. Pts of 
- V-1illiam, who was on the 
and Richard.. who was on it 
Although. the surname is f ound in various districts, for 
instance, in the Lewes area., l and at the Priory of Shulbred 
in the Hundred of Easebourne in the North part of Chichester 
Rape. 2 it seems linely that both the J. P's came from a 
family settled at Wittering and Eston in the Manwood Hundred 
of Chichester Rape, and later at Chichester itself. 
The Richard Stannye who disappeared from the Commission 
of the Peace in 1599, seems to have been the gentleman of 
that name who died in that year, and whose pedigree istraced 
back by Berry and Comber three, and possibly four, generations 
earlier. They suggest that the John Stannye who was M. P. for 
Chichester in 1467,1472 and 1477, may have been the father 
of the John Stannye of Eston whose will., dated 21 Sept... -., 
was proved in -, 1533., and who is himself mentioned 
in a deed 
of purchase of his younger, son, Thomas., in June, 1536 as dead. 
This younger John Stannye was the great-grandfather of the 
Richard Stannye here in question. 3 He was probably a4 
Commissioner for the Subsidy of 1524 in the City of Chichester,, 
and the "Master Stanney" who appeared in a document relating 
to a presentation of 13 May, 1524, concerning the boundaries 
of certainlands in Manwood Hundred. 5 
According to Berry and Comber., the John Stannye whose 
will was proved in 1533 had two sons.. John and Thomas., of 
whom the elder, John, died on 20 March, 1552,6 leaving a 
son, William Stannye, of Eston Esq., who was aged 24 and more 
at his father's death, and who died on 28 Sept., 1567, 
apparently at the early age of 39.7 He appears, to have been 
J. P. from 1565 until his death, 8 having been mentioned in the 
bishop's letter of 1564 as a gentleman who was "no justice" 
but a "favourer of godlie procedings". 
9 By his wife,, 
S. A. C., X, 97. 
0. Oxlvii, 18 &- -23- 
t4. 2. A. Q 
3. B&C. 1' 71; S. A. C., =Ji., 1: 
155-17; Chichester will.. 2/lio. 
See also, LI-nTs-ay Fleming: History of Pagham in SusseD 
(Ditchling,, 1949-150),, J, 320,, and iii., App. Byo-, cxxv; also 
1.9 347. 
4. S. A. C.., xxiv, 70. 
5.3.14.0, Oip233. 6. Willo P. C. C. 19 Taske; P. R. O. $ C-142/97/97. 
(contd. on next page) 
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(Stannye continued. ) 
Gertrude, d. of Thomas VIells of Hampshire, who later 
remarried Thomas Chaderton of Eston, William had a son,, 
Richard Stannye, of Wittering and Eston, who was aged 13 
years and 8 months at the time of his father's inquisition 
Post Mortem. (V. inf ra. ) 
It seems., thereforeq that the Stannyes of Eston had 
been settled in the district immediately South of Chichester 
for some three or four generations before Richard Stannyets 
time, and that, from the status of substantial tenant farmers., 
they had risen to be lords of the manor of Eston by the mid 
16th century. They also had tenements in Sidlesham, Almod- 
ington, Erneley and North Mundham., and some interests in the 
manor of West Thorney. 10 They appear to have had some 
genealogical connection with the Bartellots of Erneley. 11 
The precise location of "Eston" is not easily 
identifiable. There are a number of re erences to a chapel 
there in the early sixteenth century., 16 yet there are 
reasons for thinking thato by the 1530's. it was a parish 
in its own right. The will of John Stannye of Eston, of 21 
Sept,, 1533, includes,, among its bequests., "To the Church 
at Eston, a cow"; it also refers to his lands in the parishes 
of Sidlesham and Eston in Manwood Hundred. 
Whether armi&erous. 
Mentioned in the 1634 Visitation of Sussex. 13 
(Footnotes contd. from previous page) 
7. Will, P. C. C. 27 Stonarde; I. P. M., P. R. O... C. 142/148/16; 
and C. 142/162/182. See also A. F. C., 
_1558-70,, 
126; 
S. R. S xix 157. 
8. P. R. O: oAssizes.. 35.9 S. E. Circuit., Sussex, 7-10. He 
appears erroneously on the list for 1568. 
9. Camden Misc., ix, 10. 
10. S. R. S... xix.. 157; xx, 485. 
11. S. A. C.., xxviii, 204-t5; xl,, 126; B&C.,, 71. 
12. S. A. C... xii, 77; V. C. H. Sussex, iv. 211. 
13. H. C.., MS, C. 27. 
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(Stannye continued. ) 
Members of the family. 
Head of the family in 1580. 
Richard Stannye Esq., of VVittering and Eston, s. and 
h. of William Stannye Esq., J. P.., 1565 to his death, 
who died 28 Sept.., 1567, (v. supra ),, and of Gertrude, 
d. of Thomas Wells of Hampshire. 
i4 She later re- 
married Thomas Chaderton of Eston. 
Aged 
. 
l3lZears, 8 months., at the time of his father's 16 I* Poll* The wardship was sold to John Comber., gent. 
17 J. P. Sussex, 1597-1599 . 
20 Feb... l6ffo died. Will pr., 1600.18 I. P. M... 4 
Aug,, 1600. Bur. at Subdeanery,, 23 Feb., 1600.20 
Viif 0. 
-P d. of - Norton. Bur. at Subdeanery, 23 Feb., 1600.21 
Children. 
Richard Of Eston. Aged 19 years, 8 m. at the time of 
his fatherls I. P. M. Slain in a fight at 
Chichester, 25 July, and bur. at Subdeanery, 
27 July., 1610.22 
14. B&C.,, loc. cit. 
15. P. R. 0.0=. -Tý7148/16 and C. 142/162/182. 
16. P. R. O.., 15ards., 9/140., ff. 375-16. 
17. Dorse Pat. Rolls, P. R. O... C. 66/1468.. 1482., 1493. 
He also appears on the Assize List for Jan., 1595, 
P. R. O... Assizes, 35, S. E. Circuit, Sussex., 37. 
18. Chichester Wills., 16/62. 
19. P. R. O., C. 142/279/374. 
20.. B&C.., loc. cit. 
21. Ibid. TS5--c-Uncidence of hdr burial being on the 
same day as her husbandIs has not been explained. 
22. B&C., loc. cit; also W. S. C. R. O., Subdeanery Par. 
Reg.., en7ry for 27 July, 1610, burials; "Slain by 
William Rimano the son of John Riman, the 25th, 
being St. James.. his day., without the North Gate 
in fight. " 
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(Stann7e continued. ) 
Education. 
Universities. 
Father 
Son Richhrd, matric. pens. 
from Clare Coll. jCamb.., 
c. 1596.23 
Marriages of children. 
Inns of court. 
Richard, adm. Middle 
Temple 12 Nov., 
1598. k 
Richard md. Bridget., d. and h. of Richard Ernley Of 
Cackham and Ernley Esq., q. v. ). Md. in Sub- 
deanery, 12 Feb. p 1600. 
A 
Her will dt. 9 
Feb., 1655; gdmon, granted 13 May., lg56 and 6 
Feb., 1663.6 Issue, 4 d., no B. 7 
Subsidy assessments. 
(As of Sidlesham, Manwood Hundredo Chichester RaPe. ) 
38 Henry VIII John Stannye Esq. in lands L50. 
(Comnissioner) 28 
, 
Anne Stannye., widow Z20. 
? Elizabeth Richard: Stannye Esq. It It Z20.29 
(As of South Street, Chichester. ) 
29 Elizabeth Richard Stannye Esq. 
30 
1-2 Charles I Bridget Stannye, wid. in goods Z3. 
Katherine Stannye, spinster in lands Z1 
Bridget Stannye., 11 it H P11.31 
23. Al. C ant.., Pt. 1., iv., 149. 
24. Middle Temple Admissions, 1.74. 
25. B&C... Ioc. cit. 
26. F. C. C., 178 Berkeley. 
., 
loc. cits S. A. C., xlv, 210. 27. B&C. 0 28. P. R. O.., E. 179/197225. 
29. it E. 179/190/347. 
30. It E 179/258/11. 
31. it E: 1797/193: /377a. 
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STAPLEY., (Staple). 
origins. 
There were two main branches of the Stapley family 
in Elizabethan Sussex, the Stapleys of Twineham in Lewes 
Rape, and the Stapleys of Framfield in Pevensey Rape., and 
later of Patcham. The Framfield family were the cadet 
branch,, founded by a 'younger son towards the end of the 
f if teenth century. 2 
While it is not certain to which of these two lines 
the John Stapley, J. P. Sussex, 1559-1562., belonged, 13 it 
seems more likely that he was of the Framfield family. 
The head of the Twineham. family at the material dates was., 
indeed, also one, John Stapley, son of the Richard Stapley 
who acquired Twineham manor in 1542 . This John Stapley 
was buried in Twineham on 14 October, 1568,5 so that he 
could have been J. P. until within six years of his death at 
the age of about sixty-four. Unfortunately there seems 
to be no reason for his disappearance from the Commission in 
1562 unless,, at fifty-eight, he chose to retire, a somewhat 
unusual course,, considering the number of J. Pts whose names 
remain on the list until removed by death. He is not 
mentioned in the 1564 bishopts letter. He had, however., a 
first cousin, of the same name, living at Framfield, 
dondorning whom practically nothing is known e xcept that he 
was, 'the on of Výilljam. Stapley, founder of the Framfield 
family, and therefore was nephew to the Richard Stapley 
who purchased Twineham manor in 1542. This John Stapley of 
Framfield may have been the 11cosin" of this name mentioned 
in the said Richard Stapley's will,, dated 1546., 
6 
and it is 
suggested by Berry and Comber that he was the deforciant in 
fine for Broomham manor in 1537/8 and 1560., together with a 
wif e named tione 1.9 If this were so., he might well have 
lived until about 1562, the date when his namesake vanished 
from the Commission. 
1. B L- C... 371 & 85. 
2. B &- C... 371; 
_qAQ,., 
ii, 102. 
3. P. R. O., Assizes, 35, S. ECircuit., Sussex., 1-3- 
Cal. Pat. Rolls, 1560-_13,443. 
4. V. C. H., Sussex vil$189; B. & C, j 371. 5. Uoim'Fer., (Hor'sffiaK), 326. 
6. He waý aged 43 at his father's I. P. M. in 1547, (P. R. O., 
C. 142/85/68). 
7. B&C. 0 85. G. 
, 
Lewes wills,, A. 1/91; S. A. C., xxxii, 139. 
9. -B & C.,, 85; S. R. S.., xix-'W- 
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(Stapley continued. ) 
ConsiderinS the fact that it was this branch of the 
family alone which m ade an appearance in any version of the 
1570 Visitation, that they enjoyed a position bf some 
imDortance in their district and intermarried with several 
of the chief county families, and that they eventually 
acquired a baronetcy, 10it does not seen. unlikely that,, even 
by the beginning of ElizabethIs reign, they had begun to 
eclipse the elder line. 
It has been suggested that the Stapleys derived 
originally from the district of Battle in East Sussex since 
the name occurs frequently in the Battle Abbey deeds and 
there is a Hundred in that neighbourhood of the name of Staple. 
However., the Stapleys of the district viere tanners, smiths and 
yeomen, so that if the assumption is correct., the Stapleys of 
Twineham. and Framfield achieved a remarkable rise in the social 
scale in the course of the sixteenth century. This may have 
been responsible for their adoption of a coat of arms resembling 
that of the ancient family of Stapley in Cheshire., with whom 
they appear to have claimed kinship. 12 
The first of the family of whom anything certain is known 
was Richard Stapley, "the elder", whose will was dated 10 March, 
1505, and proved 24 April,, 1505.13 His direction in that will 
that he should be buried in Buxsted Church suggests that he had 
resided in that parish for at least part of his life. Of his 
two sons, the elder, Richardo bought the manorl? f Twineham in 
the parigh of that name in Lewes Rape in 1542,, and resided 
there. 0 later in the century, his descendants acquired and 
resided at Hickstead Placeo a mansion in that parish. William 
Stapley died seized of it in 1602.16 
The younger son of Richard Stapley., "the older", William 
Stapley., who was appointed overseer to his father in 1505, but 
the date of whose death is unknown, appears to have established 
himself at Framfield in Fevensey Rape., perhaps towards the close 
of the fifteenth century. 17 The family name is found amongst 
the earliest entries in the Framfield Parish Registers which 
begin in 1539.18 It appears to have been his son, John, who 
10. B&C., 85; Horsfieldi, 363. 
11. S. A. C., ii. 102; vi, 79. 
12. S. A C'elivi$ 9; iv, 299; B&C,, 85, note re Grant of Arms, 
1 jan., 1592. 
13. P. C. C. 0 29 Holgrave. 14. V. C. H., Sussex, viixl89. 
15. Vill., Lewes', A. 1/91; I. P. M.., F. R. O., C. 142/85/68., as "of 
Twineham.. gent. " 
16. V. C. H., Sussex, vii, 190; Horsfield, i., 248. 
. 
17.9 S. A. C... il., iO2ý105. 
18. 
_, 
S A Q. jiiqlO2. Ljý. Q 
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was J. P. at the beginning of Elizabethts reign. According 
to Horsfield, the Stapleys were "of considerable note" in 
the parish, where they continued to rebide until c.. 1620., 
when they remoygd to Patcham Place which they purchased from 
the Shelleys. Anthony Stapley of Patcham Esq., who was 
a Member of Parliament several times in Charles Its reignp 
was a hot Parliamentarian, and eventually one of the 
Regicides. 20 At the Restoration, his son f orf eited his 
estates but was subsequently pardoned and had them restored 
to him. He was created a knight and a baronet. The death 
of his only son without issue brought the line to an end. 21 
Whether armigerous. 
Mentioned in Richard TurRayn, the Windsor Herald' 83V ersion 
of the 1579 Visitation. Also in that of 1634, and that 
of 1662.4" 
Members of the family. 
Head of the family in 1580. 
John Stapley., gent.., of Framfield., eldest son and heir 
of John Stapley, gent., of the same, probably the J. P. 
Sussex, 1559 - 1562 and of his wife, perhaps Jone, d. 
of -. (V. supra). 
2t 
Born., 1539; died, 1593.26 
Mentioned in the 17. *indsor Heraldis version of the 1570 
Visitation of Sussex. (V. supra). 
W if 
Jone., d. of Thomas Thatcher of Warbletonp Sussex. Her 
will dt. 3 Sept., 1594, pr. 18 Dec., 1596.27 
19. Horsfield., i, 363; S. A. C., ii. 102; xlviii. 158. 
20. B&C.,, loc. cit; H-o=rseld, i., 363. 
21. Horsfield, lo-c. cit. 
22. B. M. Add. MS., IVO. 065, f. 141b. 
23. H. C. IvIS,, C. 27. 
24. S. A. C., xxxix, 126. 
25. B&C. 0852 Cf. S. A. C.., ii., 105, which gives Barbara d. of William Fowle oF-'Ro)-Eherfield. 
26. B &- C. 
'I 
loc. cit. 
27. Lewes wIll-sS. Malling., B. 15. 
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Children. 
28 
Anthony Later of Framfield, Esq., and perhaps, for a 
time, of Glynde. (See Subsidy assessments). 
Executor to mother, 1596. Oversser to brothero 
Edmund, 1603. , 1564., bishopIs letter., ItNo Justig" but a 
Itfavourer of godly procedings". 
1588J. assessed at L40 for the Armada Loan., in 
the third lowest group. 30 31 13 March., 1606., died. I. P. 1vi., 2 May, 1606. 
Edmund Later of Framfield, gent. Born, 1573. Mentioned 
in mother's will. Died, 1603. Will pr. 1603.32 
Elizabeth Mentioned in mother's will. 
Ann Died in 1637. 
Education. 
universities. Inns of Court. 
Father 
Sons Anthony, B. A. from Christ- 
, oxford. Supd. 
7 church . Feb... 1593- 14.33 
Llarriages of children. 
34 
Anthony md. three times: - (a) Mabel, d. and coh. of Sir 3 5 d in infanc h di . y o e Roger Lewkenor. Issue, a son w (b) Ann, d. of Thomas Morley of Glynde. Issue., 
3d. (c) Ann , d. and coh. of John Thatcher of . Priesthawes. Dead before 24 Jan., 1612.36 Issue, 
including Anthony, later of Patcham, the Regicide. 
Edmand 
Elizabeth md. Thomas Boord of Lindfield. Md. at Framfield, 
22 Sept,, 1561. Died., 1600. 
Ann md. - Stubbs. 
28. B &- C... loc-Cit- 
29. Camden Misc. $ 10-11. 
30. T. -T Co. i ýp 5 
6. 
31. P=.. ., C. 142/291/96. 32. lowes wills, S. Malling, B. 119. 
33. Al. Ox., iv, 1413. 
34. B-77. j, 
85. 
35 ... Ibid.,, ' and 131. 36. Op. cit., 157. 
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Subsidy assessments. 
(As of Borough of Framfield (sic), Pevensey Rape. ) 
38 Henry VIII John Staple.. in lands P, 40.37 
x (Commissione 
2 Elizabeth John Staple, gent 0 .9 
It 11 Z20.38 
(co=issioner, as lEsqt. ) 
Anthony Staplepgent. p in lands. Z15. 
(As of Glynde, Hundred of Ringmer, Pevensey Rape) 
14 Elizabeth Anthony Stapley Esq. in lands Z15.39 
(As of Framfield, Hundred of Loxfield, Pevensey Rape. ) 
18 Elizabeth Mistress Stapley, in lands Z8.40 
(As of Patcham,, Lewes Rape. ) 
1-2 Charles IA nthony Stapley Esq., It tt jtlo. 
41 
37. P. R. 0. , E. 179/19 0/225. 38. It E. 179/190X`265. 
39. /283. E 1797/19d 
40. E: 179/196 298. 
41. X. 179/191/377a. 
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STOUGHTON. 
Origins. 
The Stoughtons were originally a Surrey family, having 
been settled since at least the mid 14th century at the 
manor of Stoughton in the parish of Stoke-juxta-Guildford. 
1 
It was apparently from this manor., which originated in lands 
which had formed part of the manor of Stoke, that the family 
derived its name., although the exi. stence of a parish called 
Stoughton in Viest Sussex, in the neighbourhood of property 
acquired by a branch of this Surrey family in the sixteenth 
century, has caused some confusion. 2 
It is not clear when the Stoughtons first became 
connected with Sussex., but it is possible that the first 
important stake they acquired in that county was the manor 
of West Stoke in Chichester Rape.. which was granted by the 
Crovin in 1559 to Thomas Stoughton and his cousin, George. 3 
Both of these persons were of the Commission of the Peace in 
1559 and 1560, and Thomas was of the Quorum. 4 George was 
appointed to the Commission to survey the Bishop of Chiches- 
terts lands in 1561.5 However, he died shortly afterwards, 
his will being proved on 12 June., 1563, he being styled 
Ilgent'l., as of "Vest Stoke, Sussex. " He left no issue. After 
the death of his wife, Ciceley, the remainder of the manor 
of West Stoke was to go to Adrian, Thomas Stoughton's son. 6 
Thomas., a descendant of 7 
the elder line of the Stoughton 
family,, lived on until 1576. He was the oldest son of 
lawrence Stoughton of Stoughton, Surrey., whom he succeeded 
in 1571.8 This Thomas Stoughton was M. P. for Chichester in 
March and October, 1553; in April 1554; for Guilford, 1559; 
for Chichester 1563, and for Guildford in 1572.9 He 
appears to have been one of Henry Fitzalan, Earl of Arundel's 
entourage.. and was probably the Stoughton who in October, 1569 
was Controller to the Earl., and was made privy to the current 
rumour that the Earl was to be denounced as guilty of treason 
1. V. C. H. , Surrey, 111,371; Surrey_ Arch. 
Coll.., xxmi 1.. 1-104 et 
seqq. 
2. E, 8:, Elwes, 226. 
3. CI Pat. Rolls-, 1558-1560.. 319-120. 
4. T., =.. Assizes, 60,87-. Circuit, Sussex, 1 &- 2. B. M. 
Lansd. LIS, 1218., f. 30. 
5. Cal. Pat. Rolls, 1560- 13., 34. 
6. P. C. C. 23 Uhayre. 
7. V. C. H., 
--Surrey, 
loc. cit. 
8. .9 
78--qtjseqq- Ibido Harl. Soc. Pubns., xliii. 85 et seqq, liiil- 
i'. L;. . IZ I)a er. Official Returns. 
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by Lord De la Warr. 10 He is also likely to have been 
the Stoughton mentioned by Arthur Gounter in his "Confession" 
late in 1560,, as one of the local gentlemen with whom he had 
discussed the probability of the Earl atteKapting to oppose 
a marriage between the Queen and Dudley. 11 He was described 
in the bishopIs letter of 1564 as no Justice but a Itmislyker 
of godlie orders" and "a stout worner of godlines". lie was 
given there as "of Stansted. " 12 He was., oviever, again on 
the Commission of tile Peace from 1571- 16) 
ý3 
when he died. 
Before his death., the manor of Stoughton in Surrey had been 
settled, in 1575, in tail male on Lawrence, his eldest son, 
on his marriage to Rose Ive, and it accordinSly passed to 
him. 14 But the Sussex manor of West Stoke passed to Thomas' 
second son, Adrian.. viho4, accordingly., was head of the Sussex 
branch of the family in 1580.15 
Whether armigerous. 
Mentioned in a list of armigerous Surrey families appearing 
in the Visitations for that county of 1530,1572 and 1623.16 
I'lembers of the familX. 
Head of the family in 1580. 
Adrian Stoughton Esq., 2nd son of Thomas Stoughton of 
Stoughton, nr. Guildford., Surrey., and later of Stanstead., 
Sussex, who was a J. P. of Sussex, 1559 - 160, and 1571 - 16, 
when he died, (v. supra), and of his lst wife, Elizabethý 
d. of - Levikenor. 
17 
J. P. Sussex., 1591 j, end of reign at least, and of the Quorum from 1597. 
M. P. Haslemere, 1593; Chichester,, 1597,1601,1604., 1614.19 
20 Recorder of Chichester,, 1603- 14. 
10. Cal. S. P. D. 11547- 180x153; H. M. C. Hatfield MSS2 1,436. 11. S. Haynes: State Papers, 40), 365. 
12. Camden Misc., Lx., 10. -- 
13. F. R. O. -A-s-Mps, 35, S. E. Circuit, Sussex, 13-18. 
14. V. C. H. " Surrey, 111,371-2. 15. Harl. 60c, Pubns., xliii. 85 et seqq. 
16. Ibid. 
17. H-a-FT. Soc. Pubns.., xliii., 87; liii. 79. Perhaps she was a 
sister of ThoFa-s Lewkenor of Selsey and of Richard 
Levikenor of Viest Dean. (See will of George Stoughton, 
(contd. on next page) 
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Resided at V-jest Stoke., Chichester Rape, Sussex. 21 The 
manor came to him under the terms of the will of George 
Stoughton., proved on 12 June, 1563. (V. supra). 
22 23 
. 25 Oct., 1614,, died. I. P. 141. Will pr. 1614.111@ L 24 to him and his wife erected in 1635 in Vest Stoke Church. 
Wif e. 
Mary, sister Of Sir W-illiam Jordan of Whiteleigh, Wiltshire 
Receiver General to Queen Elizabeth for Dorset and Somerset925 
Children. 26 
Thomas A minor at his fathqrIs death. 
27 Died., 1626,, 
leaving coheiresscs28 
Adrian 
Anne 
Mary 
Sam 
A nne 
Elizabeth 
Ellianor 
Diedp 1640.29 
(Footnotes contd. fron, previous page) 
17. pr. 1563., P. C. C. 23 Chayre). 
18. P. R. O. Assizes, 35o S. E. Circuit,, Sussex., 33-44.. and 
Dorse Pat. Rolls.. P. R. O., C. 66/1421,1435., 1468, (1596 and 
1597).. 1482.. 1493., 1523.. 1549., 1594. 
19. Official Returns. 
20. Inner Temple AMssions, 89. 
21. P. R. O., E. 179/190/ý47; S. R. S... Xiv, 992 and 993. 
22. S-. R. S,, xiv. 218; P. R. O., - =. 2/351/98. 
23. P. C. C. p 113 lawe. 24. Horsfield., ii., 75; Elwes., 218; Mosse 1371; S. A. C,, Jxxiv. 204. 
25. Harl. Soc. Pubns. pxliii. 87; HorsfieidpiiP75-. - 26. Harl. Soc. Pubns., xliii.. 87. 
27. See Feodary Surveys of Adrian Stoughton's property,, dt. 5 
A pril and 10 SePt-p13 James I. (P. R. O., Wards 5.43. Pt-1) 
28. S. R. S.,, xiv. 993. 
29. xlii. 31. 
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Education. 
Universities. Inns of Court. 
Father Adm. to inn r Temple, 
Nov... 1578.30 Called 
to the Bar, 11 Feb... 
1587.31 
Sons Thomas, B. N. C., Oxf., Thomas, student of tbg 
Nov... 1609, matric 29 inner Temple, 1610,00 2 aged 1ý. 
Adrian,, B. N. C.., Oxf., Adrian, adm. to Inn SE 
matric 16 June, 1615, Temple$ Nov. 1614. 
aged 16.34 Barrister-aý; law., 23 
Nov. 1623. 
37 
Marria ges of children. 
Thomas md. Jane., d. of Sir Peter Garton of Woollavington, 
Sussex, knt.., (q. v. ) 
Adrian md. Galathea, d. of Nicholas Cholmondeley, of the 
Inner Temple, London. 
Anne md. in 1608, Thomas Bowyer of Leythorne, in North 
Mundham., Sussex, (q. v. ) He remarried Janeo d. and 
#. of Emery Cranley, relict of Sir GeoSge Stoughton, 
cousin of Thomas Bowyer's first wife. 
30. Inner TeMDle Admiss ons 89. 
31. Calendar--of Inner Temple Records, 1,342. 
32. Al. Ox. , 
IV.. 14 32. 
33. Inner Temple Admissions, 191. 
34. AI. Ox., Iv, 14 61. 
35. Inner Temple Admissions,, 209. 
36. C-aTeE=-)nar or Inner TempTe Recordsi 11.. 141. 
37. Harl. Soc. Pub ns . xllii., 87. ' 380 So A&C . xiii., 31. 
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Marria ges of children contd. 
Mary md. George Gounter of Racton., Sussex. (q. v. ) 
Sara md. Villiam Stiant of Chichester, Sussex. 
Anne 
Elizabeth 
Ellianor 
Subsidy assessments. 
39 
(As of West Stoke, Hundred of Bosham, Chichester Rape). 
2 Elizabeth Adrian Stoughton Esq. in lands F, 20.40 
1-2 Charles I Thomas Stoughton Esq. if 11 F, 6.41 
(Sessor of the Hundred). 
39. In 2 Elizabeth., George Stoughton Esq., then Commissioner 
for Subsidies for Chichester Rape., was assessed at L20 
in lands., (P. R. O... E. 179/190/264). In 14 Elizabeth., 
his widow., Cyceley, was assessed at L10 in lands. In 
that year, one of the Commissioners for Chichester Rape 
was Thomas Stoughton Es'ýý but there is no assessment for 
him. (P. R 0.., E. 179/190 83). 
40. P. R. O.., E: 170/190/347. 
41. P. R. O., E. 1797/191/377a, 
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THATQHER. (Theccher etc. ) 
Origins. 
There are references to Thatchers in Sussex from at least the early fifteenth century on. 1 However, the pedigree 
given by Berry and Combbr goes no further back than one, John 
Thatcher, of Ripgmeres Sussex, and of St. Olave, Southwarký: 
whose will was dated 10 January, 1499, and proved in 1502. 
`2 
It seems very probable that this John was descended from the 
Thatchers living in Ringriere during the reign of Henry VI and that the family had been settled for some generations in that 
place. Such was the devotion of this John Thatcher to Ring- 
mere Church, that he made a donation to it in 1499 for building 
purposes, and his son, John, also of Ringmere, who died with- 
out issue, directed in his will, which was proved in 1526, that 
he should be buried in the new chapel attached to the chancel 3 of Ringmere Church., which "I have there edified and builded". 
It was from a younger brother of this younger John 
Thatcher, namely from Thomas Thatcher of Westham, near Fevensey, 
that the Elizabethan family, the Thatchers of Priesthawes, 4 descended. This Thomas Thatcher who died, 11 Decembers 1537, 
was succeeded by his son., John Thatcher of Priesthawess then 
aged 31 years old and more, whp was a J. P. early in the reign of 
Elizabeth., from 1559 to 1564.0 This John Thatcher was des- 
cribed in the bishop's letter of 1564 as a J. P, who was a 
I'mislyker of religion and godly procedings". 6 He did not 
re-appear on the Commission. Of his two marriageso the first 
was into the Catholic family of Gage, his first wife being 
Agnes., daughter of Sir John Gage of Firle who died in April., 
1556; the second was to Margaret, daughter of Sir Goddard 
Oxenbridge of Brede. Of the first marriage there was a son., 
Johns who died during his father's lifetime. 7 and two daughters; 
of the second there was at least one son, Jameso and 8a 
daughter, 
Katherine, who married Herbert Pelham of BuckstePe. James 
was the head of the Thatcher family in Sussex in 1580. 
1. S. A. C.; Ixv. 213; xxi., 127. 
2. B&0.0157; P. C. C. 16 Blamyr. 
3. P. C. C. 0 15 Porch; S. N. Q., iii. 116. 4. E. P. 15.0 4 Nov. $154277. R. O., 0.142/, 37/121. 5. P. R. O. Assizes, 350 S. E. Circuit, Sussex, 1-6. Of the 
Quorum in 1562 and 1564: (Cal. Pat. Rolls, 15 60-L3., 443; 
P. R. O.., C. 66/998., dorse). 
6. Camden Misc., ix,, 10. 
7. B&C..,, 1_o_c. cit; and his grandfather's will., P. C. C. 2.5 
Dyngeley. 
8. There was also a son, Thomas (P. C. C. 25 Dyngeley). It is 
not clear whether he was a child of the first or-second 
marriage. Comber, (Lewes), 286, says he was of the first., but he gives no authority, and Thomas is not mentioned in the pedigrees of the 1570 Visitation. If he were of the 
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From the time of the marriage between John -Thatcher and Agnes Gage onwards, there was a marked tendency among the 
Thatchers towards alliances with Catholic families, and from 
the death of this John Thatcher on 9 February.. 1574., 9 the 
family relapses into obscurity since the name does not appear 
on any of the Commissions of the Peace, or amonG county or 
borough members for Sussex, nor among the Sheriffs, between 
then and the end of the reign. 
Priesthawes,, or the Priest House, the residence of the 
Thatchers during the Elizabethan period, "is popularly supposed 
to have been a religious foundation, but this is an error as 
there is not the slightest documentary or architectural 
evidence in favour of the tradition. " 10 It is situated in 
the parish of Westham, one of the two parishes of the Liberty 
of Pevensey. It is not clear when the mansion was built; one 
writer suggests that it was ýate in the reign of Elizabeth or 
during that of James I. and mentions a description of it 
contained in a survey of 1620. He points out that there is 
no mention of the house in the Pevensey Corporation Rate Book 
for 1527.11 Yet., as in all the versions of the 1570 Visi- 
tation the Thatchers are clearly described as t1of Priesthawesll,, 
it seems likely that the house was built between 1527 and 1570. 
This assumption is strengthened by the evidence of an enquiry 
about the quarrying of building materials from the ruins of 
Pevensey Castle, made by John Thatcher in 1559 and 15601, for 
the purpose of building Priesthawes. 12 
Tile tradition that Priesthawes was originally an 
ecclesiastical foundation whichp after tho Dissolution, came 
into the hands of the Thatchers, may have arisen through certain 
lands in Glyndley, adjoining Priesthawes, having belonSed to 0 
the Prior of New Priory, at Viarbleton, before they became the 
propertT of Thomas Thatcher after the Dissolution. The so- 
called I old placetf., apparently ruins of an older building 
beside the mansion itself, was perhaps not oriSinally a 
religious house, but rather a grange belonging to the Priory. 
However,, since most of the mansion was allowed to decay after 
the death of the last Of the Thatchers in 1649., its early 
history is difficult to reconstruct. 13 
a. (Contd. ) first marriage, itwould not be clear why he did 
not succeed to the Sussex estate but settled instead in 
Hollingbourne,, Kent. (B & C., 157 n. ) 
9. I. P. M... 11 March.. 1574; P. R. O. C. 142/167/81. 
10. S. A. C., xlv, 204 et seqq; cf. Horsfield, i., 303. 
11. S. A. C.,, xlv, 164 et seqq; 204 et seqq. See also S. A. C,. Ixxviii) 1; &. S. A. C., xlix 29-30.178. 
, -. 
U. , xlv., 
ý04 et, seqq. 13.3, = 
-- 
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Whether armigerous. 
Mentioned in the 1570 Visitation, 14 and in that of 1634.15 
Members of the family. 
Head of the family in 1580. 
James Thatcher Esq. of Priesthawes, younger soný 
16 
of John 
Thatcher Esq. of the same who was a J. P. Sussex, 1559-164, 
and mentioned in the bishopts letter of that year, and who 
died on 9 February, 1574, (v. supra), and of his second 
w if e., Idargaret., d. of Sir Goddard Oxenbridge, knt., of 
Brede Place. 
1580S 1'14r. James Thatcher., his wief., Mistress Anne 
Thatcher., 17 M'argerie Thatcher" and two others., were 
returned a*s recusants in the parish of Westhan, in 
the rural deanery of Pevensey, 18 
1599$ became a trustee for the sale of the lands of Herbert 
Pelham of Hellingly Esq., his brother-in-lawy (q. v. ),, 
to discharge the latter's debts. 19 
1606.. sold his ovin manor of the Arches in Framfield ivýich 
he inherited from his father, to John Peckham. 0 
1612.9 settled his lands. 
21 
31 January., 1613, died. I. P. M. and Feodary Surrey. 
22 
Wif 
Mary., d. of Sir Edward Gage, Imt. of Firle, who died 26 Dec. 
1567. She was b9 rn, 18 Sept... 1550. Marriage settlement., 
2 August., 1567. %3 
14. H. C. MSSI D. 11 G. 18; Phillips. * 11. 15. H. C. JIS.;, C. 27. 
16., Not clear whether he was his father's second or third son 
owing to the obscurity of his relationship to his brotherj 
Thomas. See note B. 
17. Perhaps his daughter-in-law. 
18. VI. S. C. R. O... D. R. O,,.. 90/3; /37., f. 4. 
19. S. A. C., vi, 160-11. 
20. S. R. S., xiv, 22,3; xix., 153. 
21. E_&_U.., 
-10c-cit* S. A. C. 0 10 147 & 152. 22. P. R. O.., 0-14V3,33/36; Wards 543,, Ft. l.. dt. 1619. 
23. B& C-slOC. cit; and 295. 
-'U- 
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Children. 
24 
John later of Priesthawes Esq. Aged 40 and more at his 
fatherts death. Inherited Priesthawes from him. 
Plaintiff in fine for manor of Mersham, 1620. Had 
been brought up at Rome and was for a time page to 
Cardinal Allen. 25 Known to have been there in 
1596j, 26 and was perhaps the Thatcher., "a young man 
and heir to a great living" noted as comine, to 
England from Cardinal Allen in August, 1594.27 In 
June., 1599, he was in Paris., interceding by letter 
with Cecil for permission toreturn to England. 28 
Died without issue.. 3 Sept.., 1649. M. I. at Viestham.. 
describing him as the last of the once "noble famil 
of Thatcher who were allied to many leading familiega. 
Certain of his property was held to have escheated 
during the Interregnum and his attempt to convey 
some of his lands to certain persons in Ireland was 
frustrated. 29 Vj-ill dt. 30 Nov., 1637, pr. 1 May, 
1657.30 
William Younger son. 
31 Died without issue, 1620, and was 
buried in East Hendredo Berks. B 92 1614 was heavily 
in debt and trying to sell lands. 
Katherine Mentioned in father's settlement of 1612. Deforciant 
in fine for Mershamo 1664. VZill dt. 4 Aug-s pr. 15 
August., 1664.33 
Margaret Settlement of 1612. 
Elizabeth If If 11 , then a widow. Philippa deforciant in fine for Mersham., 
1620, then a widow. 
Ann deforciant in fine, 1620. 
Susan If If if mentioned in brother John's will. 
It It If Mary she and her lst husband defor- 
ciants in fine, 1620; in sisterts 
It 
will of 1664. 
Dorothy then unmarried. 
24. B&C., o 157. 25. Cal. S. P. D. 11598-1601,380; H. M. C. Hatfield I. ISS, iv., 328. 26. xlv, 264. 
27. Cal. S. P. D., 1591-14,541. 
28. G-a--l-. S. P D.., 1598-1601.. 214. 
29. S. A. G. xxiv, 2b;: ý- 16., 260., 266,279-180. 
30. F-. C. C. 1657, f. 151. 
31. S. N. Q... iv., 159. 
32. S. N. Q.., iv,, 126 Lc 159; H. M. C. 7th Report 120. 
33. P. C. C 95 Brun. She aRd her sister Dorothy, mentioned 
in H. M. C. 7th Re2ort., 120. 
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34 Education . 
Universities. 
Father 
Sons (For John Thatcher's education,, 
willig-MT, -Magdalen Coll., Oxf., 
matric. entry, 9 Feb. 11593-1 ap, ed 13. B. A.., 17 Feb., 1599.39 
MarriaEes of children. 37 
Inns of Court. 
v. supra). 
Williamp student of 
Uray Isn, X598; adm. 
8 lilay., 1598,06 
John md. Katherine, d. of Robert Audeley of Bere-Church.. 
Essex, Esq. No issue. 
William md. Anne, d. of Sir Thomas Tresham, before 24 Jan... 
1612. No issue. 
Katherine 
Margaret md. Maurice Eyffin Esq. 
Elizabeth md. - Rooks. 
Philippa md. Thomas Pudsey Esq. 
Ann md. James Rootes Esq. Issue. 
Susan md. Bartholomew Fromond of Cheam, Surrey. Issue. 
Mary md. twice, (a) Vjilliam Eyston Esq. 38 
(b) - Winchcombe. 
Dorothy md. Robert Fromond of London. Issue. 
Subsidy assessments. 
(As of Willingdon, Hundred of Willingdon, Fevensey Rape. ) 
2 Elizabeth john Thatcher in goods Z16. 
(Commissioner, as "Esq. ". ) 
James Thatcher in lands Z4.39 
34. S. N. Q. . iv.. 159. 35. Al. 07. , iv,, 1468. 36. Gray's Inn Admissions, 
37. B&C loc. cit. 
, 9=6... 
159.9 189. 38. S. N. Q: 
', 'T-v- 
39. P. R. U.: E. 179/190/265. 
94; S. IT. Q. loc. cit., 
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(Thatcher continued. ) 
Subsidy assessments continued. 
40 
14 Elizabeth John Thatcher in goods F, 15. 
(Sessor of the Hundred). 
(As of Hellinglyp Hundred of Dyll, Fevensey Rape. ) 
18 Elizabeth James Thatcher Esq. in lands L30. 
(As of Hundred of Willingdon, Pevensey Rape. ) 
41 
18 Elizabeth John Thatcher in goods 
40. P. R. O., E 179/190/283. 
41. P. R. O.., E: 179/196/298. There are other assessments 
for persons of the name of Thatcher residing in the 
Hundreds of Totnorp Richmonden and Danehill Horsted, 
all in Fevensey Rape, between 38 Henry VIII and 1-2 
Charles 1. but they do not appear to relate to the 
Priesthavies family. (P. R. O.., E. 179/190/225; E. 179/ 
190/263; E. 179/190/298; and E. 179/191/377a. ) It is 
possible, however., that the John Thatcher of Bedinrham 
in Totnor Hundred who was assessed at Z15 in goods in 
38 Henry VIII., (P. R. O. E. 179/190/225. ) was the same as 
heyho was assessed at L16 in goods in 2 Elizabeth, as 
of Willingdon. (v. supra. ) 
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THREELE. 
Origins. 
The William Threele who was a J. P. of Sussex in 1559 
and 1560 appears to have been the William Threell of Bexhill 
who heads a pedigree given by Berry and Conibeg.. and 
whose administration was dated 5 Feb., 1563.4 
There was also a family 3 of 
this name resident at 
Loxwood in Wisborough Green, but there seems to have been 
no Yjilliam Threele amOng them living at the material dates. 4 
No definite connection has been established between the 
Threeles of V-1sborough Green and those of Bexhill, thougý 
such a connection at an earlier date seems very likely. 
The Threeles of Wisborough Green have been described 
as Ilan ancient familyll., 6 and it may have been one of them 
who was Marshal to the Household of William, Earl of Arundel., 
and who died in 1465, being buried in the collegiate chapel 
at Arundel. 7 
Concerning the early history of the Bexhill Threeles, 
practically nothing is known. The parentage of the William 
Threele of Buckholt in Bexhill, whose administration was 
dated 5 Feb., 1563, and who may have been the J. P. of 1559 
and 1560.. is unknown. He may have been the William Threele 
who had the lease of certain lands in Pevensey of the Duchy 
of Lancaster from Henry VI: I, 8a lease renewed to oneJohn 
Threele, in 25 Elizabeth. 
6 
William Threele of Bexhill was 
1. P. R. O., Assizes,, 35., S. E. Circuit., Sussex, 1&2; B &- O-s 
273. 
2. P. 'C. C. 7 Chayre. 
3. Horsfield. ii. 155; B. M. Add. 11S. 5,678, f. 35b. 
4. B&C., 132. V-Jilliam, son of Edmond Threele who died in 
1527, appears to have predeceased his father, since his 
brother, Thomas, succeeded to the family estate. 
5. For the two pedigrees, see B&C. 1132 &- 273. S. A. C. ', lvii- 215, claims that the William Threele who heads Berryfs 
genealogy of the Bexhill Threeles was the son oil Richard 
Threele of Loxwood who purchased, DrunGewick manor in '1605.1, 
Clearly this is an error since tho 17illiam Threele in 
question died c. 1562. 
6. S. A. C., xiii, 89n. 
7. ai=; for an account of this family, see S. A. C., lvi, 167. 
8. S. A. C. tl111055. 9.6. A. 0. . xxv., 2 4. 
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plaintiff in fine for the manor of Patchurst in 15600 and 
was named as dead in an indenture concerning his estates of 
the 19 December, 1562. He married twice, first, Ann, d. of 
Christopher Kendall of Ripon, Yorkshire, and secondly, Ann, 
d. of EFiles Fynes of Arlington and Claverham. She was dead 
by 1562. He was succeeded by Robert, the son of his first 
marriage. 10 
Whether armigerous. 
Not mentioned in the 1570 Visitation., but thel appear in 
that of 1634, as do the Threeles of Loxwood. 1 
Members of the family. 
Head of the family in 1580. 
Robert Threele of Hawkhurst and of Bexhill, gent., eld. s. 
and h. of William Threele who was probably the J. P. of 1559 
and 1560 and who died c. 1562, and of his first wifep Ann, d. 
of Christopher Kendall of Ripon, Yorkshire. (V. supra). 
Before 24 May 1578, committed to the Tower, and later to the 
Fleet, for uttering 'certaine lewd speaches'. It was not 
knovm whethor these proceeded from malice or infirmity. 12 
Uill dt. 27 July, pr. 1 August., 1587.13 
Wif 
Unmarried. He Nvas succeeded by John Threele his half- 
brother, of Bexhill and of Fakyns, Sussex. 
Education. 
Universities. Inns of Court. 
SubsidX assessments. 
(As of Hundred of Bexhill, Hastings Rape. 
.I 
38 Henry VIII William Threele, gent., in goods Z60. 
2 Elizabeth Vlilliam Threele Esq., Cornmissioner for 
Hastings Rape, but no assessment given. 1 6 
10. B&0., 273. 
11. H. C. LIS, C. 27; S-YI. C. )Xxxixpll4; Horsfield., i.. 428. 12. A. P. C... 1577-. 18,23 
.9 
234. 
13. Levies Ivills, A. B. 39. 
14. B&C., loc. cit. 
15. P. R. O.., E 179/190/225. 
16. P. R. O., E: 17q/190/266. 
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WEST., Baron De la V. f: arr. 
Origins. 
According to Collins and to Berry and Combers the first 
recorded ancestor of the West family$ later Barons De la Warr, 
was Sir Thomas West, knt., who married Eleanor, daughter and 
heiress of Sir John de Cantilupe of Hempston Cantilupe in 
Devon.. Imt., and of Snitterfield in Warwickshire. 1 This Sir 
Thomas Ulýest is sometimes described as the first Baron Wests 
apparently bý virtue of a summons to a Council in the reign of 
Edward III, although other genealogies give his grandson., 
also Sir Thsmas 11-Test, husband of Joanna la Warr, as the first 
Lord West. 
It was through the marriage of this grandson into the 
la Warr family that the Barony of la Warr, or De la Warry and 
much De la Warr property came into the Výest family early in 
the fifteenth century. Joanna la Warr was the daughter of 
Roger, third Baron De la Warr.. by his second marriage, he 
having already two sons by his first; these two sons in turn 
succeeded him in title but both of them died without issue. 
On the death of the younger of them in 1426., Joanna was his 
sole heir. She had married Thomas., Lord West, in about the 
year 1390j, but both her husband and their eldest son, also 
Thomas, predeceased Joannats brother, the last of the De la 
Warrs', who died in 1426. Consequently the heir both to the 
West title and estates and to the De la Warr title and 
inheritance was Reginald, Joanna's younger son. He became 
third, (or fifth) Lord West, and sixth Baron De la Vtarr. 4 
The family of De la Warr had for long been well known 
in thelTest of England where their earliest connections are 
to be found. For example, by the marriage of one, John De la. 
Warr, who died c. 1273, to a Sussex heiress., Olympia do Foking- 
ton., theyUjuired a number of Sussex manors including that of 
Folkington itself and also Isfield, which in Elizabeth's 
reign, was the property of the Shurleys. 
ý The De la. Warrs 
seem also to have had interests in the Dlidlands since the 
wills of several generations of them directed that they should 
be buried in Swinestead Abbey in Lincolnshire, and at least 
two wills were dated f rom Wakerley in Northamptonshire, 6 On 
the failure of the male line in Sussex in 1426., the bulk of the 
De la rlarr property passed to the VIests. 
1. A. Collins: Peerage of England', ( 812), v,, ý.,, 2a. 
2. Collins, loc. cit; S. A. C., Ixxxii 61; G. E. C... viii., 102. 
3. B&C., l c. cIt; 'G-. -1%C. 
(1916).. iv., 152. 
4. Collins, loc. cit; B &- C.., loc. cit. 
5. S. A. C .2 ixx-x 1-17W - 6, B&C,, loc. cit. 
79o 
(West., Baron De la Warr, continued). 
The West family, however., were dready "owners of 
considerable property in the county". 7 Among their possessions 
there were t4e two important houses of Ewhurst in Shermanbury 
and Offington in Broadwatero the latter becoming the family's 
main residence in the Elizabethan period. Offington is situated 
approximately eight miles east of Arundel, immediately to the 
north of present-day Worthing. This, and Ewhurst, came to the 
Wests by virtue of a marriage in the laterfourteenth century 
to a Fitzherbert heiress, the Fitzherberts having re 9 ently 
acquired them by a marriage to the Peverel heiress. 
In fact,, like the Lewkenors,, the Wests derived much of 
their property from a series of highly profitable marriages, 
E, P, Shirley wrote that,, "The Wests are remarkable not so much 
for the antiquity of the family as for the early period at which 
they attained the honour of the peerage". 9 Considering that 
their first recorded ancestor was living in the mid 14th century, 
it might, indeed, seem surprising that his great-grandson$ 
Reginald, should. 9 in 1426, have held two baronies and very 
considerable property, were it not for the fact that Reginald's 
father, grandfather and great-grandfather, had all married 
wealthy heiresses. 10 
The record did not end there, for ReginaldIs great-grand- 
son, Thomas, ninth Baron De la Warr, married Elizabetho daughter 
and coheiress of Sir Richard Bonville of Halnaker$ or Halfnaked 
as it was sometimes called, an ancient fortified house adjacent 
to Boxgrove priory, 11 This house, and the patronage of the 
priory., were brought to Sir Thomas by his marriage$ he having 
already the two Sussex residences of Offington and Ewhurst., and 
other lands within and without the county. The ninth Baron 
spent considerable time and money on the improvement and 
beautifying of Halnaker. 12 He was also apparently much attached 
to Boxgrove priory, a Benedictine foundation established early in 
the 12th century, for, when the house was about to be dissolved, 
he sent a petition to Cromwell begging himto hold his hands or$ 
7. S. A. C., qlxxxii. 959. 89 -B. A. C., lxxxii, 59,61. 
9. S. A. C. sxxiv. 99. 10. H great-grandfather, the first Sir Thomas West,, married Ts- 
Eleanor, d, and he of Sir John do Cantilupe who had property 
in Devon and Warwicks; his gtandfather,, the second Sir 
Thomas West, married Alice., sisterand h, of Sir Edmond 
Pitzherbert, and so acquired the Fitzherbert and Peverel 
inheritances; his father, Thomas, lst Lord West, married 
Joanna eventually the Do la Warr heiress. (See B&C. p loc. cite ) 
11, BI It* of G E. G. (1916), iv, 156, says her father wat 
9MLO-Sixt-It 
.....,,. --,, Onv 
Ile 
12, S. A. C,.? lxxxii 
, 6& et seqq, 
I 
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if the dissoldtion must be carried through, to grant the 
site to him, Lord De la. Warr$ since he was the patron, and 
many of his wife's ancestors were buried there. When the 
priory was dissolved, the site was, in facts granted to Lotd 
Do la Warr for the sum of L126.13.4 . -13 Unlike some of his contemporariess Sir Thomas seems to have desired to possess 
this property for sentimental rather than acquisitive reasons. 
From 1536 onwards, he consistently opposed the Dissolution, 
and disliked the new service-books, and was even imprisoned 
for a month in 1538 as a suspected source of disaffection. 14 
It was in the chancel of Boxgrove priory that he hadbuilt 
himself a lavishly decorated tomb-chapel, though it was not 
his fate to be buried there. 15 His wife, who predeceased him, 
was buried there,, however., and there is a monumental 
inscription to her. 16 
Perhaps it was to prevent his taking steps at any time 
to restore the monks at Boxgrove,, 17 or at least because his 
affection for the place, and his obvious regret at the change 
it had suffered., might influence others, that Lord De la Warr 
was compelled to exchange it with the Crown for the dissolved 
Nunnery of Wherwell in Hampshire,, in 1540.18 As a part of 
his side of the exchangep Lord De la Warr was required to 
surrender his estate and mansion of Halnaker, adjacent to Box- 
grove priory, which he had acquired through his wifes and on 
which he had lavished care and money. He. not unnaturally., 
made some difficulty about thiss but Henry VIII was adaments 
perhaps remembering his visit there in Augusto 1526p whenlýord 
De la Warr had been his host, and coveting the property. 
Elizabeth, Lord Do la Warr's wife, wrote to Cromwell on the 8 
November, 1539, beggiU him to give her "Reasonable leisure to 
depart from thence,, CHalnakeE7, considering that all our corn 
and cattle and other provision is here upon Halnakyd and BOX- 
grove ind in no other pJace and we can make no shift now for 
no money till summer". 20 The matter was., howevero hurried onp 
13. S. A. C.., XV#103 8t seqq. 
14 D. N. B. 
15 S=.. ., lxxxii.. 64. 16: -B&--U. j, . 100.0 it - 17. S. A. C., vlT. 21 19. 
18. N. A. C.,, Ixxxiij, 64; and xv. 83. 
19. S. A. C.., vii., 2 8-19; D. N. B. 
20.3.21.0 
*" vii, 9218-19; 
-q-uo-! Fed from M. A. Woods Letters of 
Royal and Illustrious Ladies, (1846)0 111 
i 3 
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and Lord De la Warr.. retired to his house at Off ingtons "With 
a reluctance that can be imagined after all he had done to 
beautify HaInaker", 21 At Off ingtonp he seems to have lived 
in some style-and-was described by Henry Machyns the diarists 
an admirer of his, as "the best howsekeeper in Sussex". 22 
Offington Houses according to an inventory of this period, 
contained 65 bedrooms and 98 bedsteads. When he died, on 
25 Sept., 1554, it was in Broadwater Church that he was buriedp 
in a tomb he had prepared for himself there. " In the mean- 
time, HaInakers now in the King's hands, was allowed to go to 
ruin.. and was not occupied until Sir John Morley acquired it in 
ElizabethIs reign. 24 
The ninth Baron who died in 1554, left no childrens and 
all his four full brothers had died without issue. 25 However, 
his eldest brother of the half blood, the eldest son of the 
eighth Baron's second marriages Sir George West of Warbleton 
who had died in 1538, had left two sonss William and Thomas. 
k 
The elder of these, Williams had been adopted by the ninth 
Baron as his heir, some time-after 1540.27 The ninth Baron 
appears subsequently to have regretted his actions since., in 
1549, he accused his nephew of attempting to poison him in his 
impatience for his inheritance. 28 On this charges. William 
West was disabled, on 1 February 1549, from inheriting the 
titles but he was later forgiven by his uncle who gave him a 
pension, a house in Londono and the manors of Offington and 
Ewhurst. He was not restored in blood until April, 15630 and 
not given the title of Baron De la Warr until 5 February, 
15700 29 
21. S. ),. C., lxxxii$64. 
22. S. A. C.., Xxiv. 9; D. N. B.., sub "Sir Thomas West$ 9th Baron Do 
la Warr I'* 
23. s. A. C.., lxxxji.. 64; D. N*B.; G. E. C. 
24. U. N. 9:; S. A. C. Pli=-, 11-jX4 
25. F -& c2 73-c -. -cl t- 
26. Ibid; wi of Sir George Wests P. C. C. 10 CrUmwello 
27.15-N -B - 
28. D. N. B., sub "Sir Thomas West 11 9th Baron De la Warr". 
29. E-&- U, * loo. cit; D. N. B. sub Sir Thomas West, Oth Baron De la Warrus and sub "William West, lst or 10th Baron 
De la Warr". 
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Members of the f amily. 
30 
Head of the f amily_ in 1580. 
Sir William West$ first or tenth Baron De la Warr$ son 
and heir of Sir George West of Warbletons Sussex, who 
died in 1538, and of Elizabeth, d. and coheiress of Sir 
Robert Morton of Lechlade, Gloues. 31 
After 1540, adopted by Sir Thmnas West$ ninth Barons as 
his heir. 
1 Feboj, 1549,, attainted and disinherited on a charge of 
attempting to poison his uncle. Subsequently forgiven 
by the latter who gave him a pension, a house in London,, 
and manors in Offington and Rwhurst. 
1563, restored in blood. 
1570.. knighted, and created Baron De la Warr. 
1572-192s summoned to Parliament. Sat at theltriglS Of 
the Duke of Norfolk and of the Earl of Arunde 
October., 1569, rumoured that he had. chargeq,, the Earl of 
Arundel with treasonjo but he denied this. " 
Nov. 01569 and Novo$15708 one of the three joint Lords Lieutenant for Sussex. 94 1585p one of the Commissioners 
for zusters in Sussex. 
1571 - Jane, 1595, J. P. Sussex. 
35 Of the Quorum. 
36 30 Deeo$15950 died at Wherwell$ Hampshire. 
30. Though a noble family, were mentioned in. -the Windsor 
Herald's version of the 1570 Visitation of Sussex, 
(B. id. M5s 17s065jq: V*7b)s and in the 1654 Visitation. 
(H. C. m8j, C. 27)9 
31. B& C*, Ioceeite 
32. See note 29: also G. E. C. (1916)sivOI58-19. 
33. H. M. C. Hatfield MBS 
ý. * 
i8428t4320436. 
34. See Appendix Is and B. M. Harl NS0474pf. 80b. 
35* P. R. O. Assizess 35, S, E, Circuits Sussex, 13-37. 
36, B& Celoc. cit. 
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Wives. 
37 
bid. twice: - (a) ElizaDeth, do of Thomas Strange of Chester- 
ton, Gloucs. IAdo before 1555* 
(b) Annp do of Henry Swift of Andover, Hants., relict of 
Thomas Oliver. She remd. Richard Kemiss of Andover and 
survived him. 
Children-38 
Of the first marriage: - 
Thomas Second or eleventh Baron Do la Warr. Aged 40 in 
1596.7 Dee., 1567, knighted. 39 On succeeding 
his father., he claimed the precedency of the 
ancient barony* This claim was rejognised by 
the House of Lords, 14 Nove. 1597.0 Me]? *# 
Yarmouth., I. O. W. j lb8§-17; Hampshire., 1588-19,9 
Ayles - oury., 1592-13.41 J. P, Sussex, lb96- Jan# 
lb02.42 Of the quorum. 1601p sat at the 43 trial of the Earls of Essex and Southampton. 
24 Marcho 1602p died. 44 
Mary Died,, 1630. 
, Tane 
Of the second =arriage :- None 
57. Ibid. 
380 B&C., qloceeit; G. E. C. 0 (1916)p iv#159- 39. G. E. C. p-locecite 40* D. N. B. sxxp"1255; G. E. C. s (1916)p ivpl6O- 41.6fficial Returns. His uncle.. Thomas Westp was 
Sherirf of Hýpshire in 1585-16, (P. R. O. Sheriffs)* 
and apparently M*P. for Chichestelý., 1511., -(Browne 
Willis, iii#85)s and for East Looep 1572-183* 
(Official Returns), since Thomass the eleventh Barons 
would have been Too young. 
42. P. R. O. Assizes*35, S. E. Circuits Sussexo 38-44. 
43. G. E. C. 0 (1916)s iv. 160. His unclep Thomas Wests Was fined for complicity in Essexts, rebelliono and his 
own son., the future 12th Baron* was imprisoned for 
the same reason but escaped lightly. (D. N. * sub "Thoraas West. 9 3rd or 12th Baron De la Warr". ) 
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Education. 
Universities. Inns of Court. 
Father 
Son 
Marriages of children. 45 
Thomas Second or eleventh Baron, wd. 19 Nov., 1571, 
Annej, do, of Sir Francis Knollys., K*Go, and of 
Mary, do of William Cary. Issue. 
Mary md. Richard Blount of Dedisham who died 30 April, 
1628., (q. v, ). 
Jane md. four times: - (a) Thomas Wenmano at Ste 
Dunstan's in-the West, on 9 jan*s 1572. Issue. 
(b) James Crassie Esq. (c) Thomas Tasburgh Esq. 
(d) Ralph Sheldon Esq* 
(Footnote from previous page) 
44. D. N. B.., B& Cesl0c-cit; according to Sir Thomas 
Shirley.. the elders Writing on 26 Mays 1602s he 
left his son and heir in "aAnostt brokenestate. " 
(N-M-C-Iffatfield MSSs xiis, 166). 
45. B &C-s loo. cit; G. E. C. (1916)s ivsl6O- 
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WILGOOSEp (Wildegos.. Wyldegous., etc, ) 
Origins - 
The name tWilgoosel, though liable to many whimsical 
variations of spellings appears to have been known in 
Sussex as early as the mid 14th century. 1 
Howeverp the pedigree of the family of that name which 
was settled at Salehurst in Hastings Rape in Elizabeth's 
reign, has not been traced back very far by Berry and CombJ. 
The earliest name they give, using as their authority 
B. M*MS. 1562s a MS. combining the pedigrees of the 1530 and 
1634 Visitations together with certain additional information 
is that of one$ possibly Williamp "Wildegoallp whop by an 
unknown wife., had two sons., John and Thomas,, of whom the 
latter left no issue. John was appointed executor to a 
cousin of his, Thomas Wilgoose of Hartfield, Whose yrill 
dated 30 Sept. p 1491p was proved on 27 July.. 1496.3 The 
Hartfield property of this cousin appears to have passed to 
John Wilgoosels second son$ also called Thomas.,.. the--elder 
son,, Edwardp remaining a bachelor. The younger Thomasp 
however, married Elizabethp daughter and heiress of John 
Hilles, and they had two sonsp John and Aloxander. Thomas 
Wilgoosep their father* died on 1 Sept. p1541.4 
When Thomas Wilgoose died on 1 Septembers 1541s his 
son and heir, Johns was barely fourteen years old. 
5 It 
was he who was to settle at Iridge Place in Salehurst parish 
in the Hundred of Henhurst in Hastings Rape, not far from 
Burwash. This district is described by Horsfield as being 
a hop-growing centre and a valuable source of iron ore., 
iron foundries having once been situated in the parish. Of 
Iredge Place, he sayss it is "a mansion of considerable 
antiquity. It was formerly the property and residence of 
the numerous and highly respectable family of Wildigos from 
whom it descended about the middle of the 19th century into 
the family of Fowle and from them to the Peckhams". Since 
John Wilgoooe, who acquired Iredge in 1560$ had married 
before that time into the family of Culpepper of Wigsells 
1. SeAeCovlivp: aO; )=is 99-103- 
2. T-&- Ce0 10 0 
3. P. C. C. 34 Vox. 
4* I. P. M. s 6 July., 1542; P. R. O. p C*142/67/101. 
5. proof of age* 18 Marchy 1542; B& C*9100*Cite 
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it seems likely that it was due to this connection that he 
moved from Hartfield in Pevensey Rape to Salehurst, for 
Wigsell was also situated in Salehurst parish. 6 john 
Wilgoose, and later his son and heir, appear on the Commission 
of the Peace for Hastings Rape in the latter part of the 
reign, the son being numbered of the Quorum. 
Despite the comparative brevity of the established 
pedigree of the Salehurst Wilgooses, they do not appear to 
have been newcomers to the countys and it appears likely that 
there was a connection between them and their namesakes of 
fourteenth century Sussex. 
Apart from the Culpeppers,, their only Sussex connections 
of any note in the Elizabethan periodg appear to have been 
the Porters of Battle. John Wilgoose who settled at Iredge 
Place had a paternal aunts Jane$ who married Richard Porter 
of Battle. Their grandsons John$ was a J. P. in the 1590's$ 
(q. v. ) 01 
Whether armigerous. 
Not mentioned in any verAion of the 1570 Visitations but do 
appear in that of 1634. " 
Members of thefamily. 
Head of the family in 1580. 
John Wilgoose of Iredge Place in Saleburst, Esq*, old. son 
and heir of Thomas Wilgoose of Hartfield, Sussex, who died 
I Sept., 1541, and of Elizabeth, do and he of John Hillese 
she remarried William Oxenden Esq,, of Wingham., Kent. 8 
Aged 14 on 3.8 Marchs 1542. (Ve supra. ) 
1560,, plaintiff in fine for manor of Iredgelgand for 
tenements in Salehurst ýn 1561; also for Bexsewell manor, 
with another$ in 3.561- ýW 
6* 
7. 
80 
90 
10. 
Horsfield,, is 580 et seqq. 
H. C. MS.. C*27. 
B& Co lococit 
S. R. S Pxlxp; &44: 
YEF-C 
'. 
10 01t S. R. S., pxix., 38. 
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Nov., 15741., vrrota to Burehley inIvercedix),,, 
. 
1"or the liberation 
of one, Clifton, Wilgoose's former schoolmaster, now imprisoned at Canterbury for non-conformity. 11 
1585 - Jan*.. 1595, J*P. pSussex. 
12 
1587, p certificate concerning the Sussex J-Piss described as 
a J. Pe of Hastings Rape. "A cold professor of religion". Said to be resident in a town on the Northern border of Sussex but to spend most of his time in Wales, letting his Sussex 
house to Mr. Turwhitp "a notable recusant". 33 
He became involved in several Star Chamber cases: - (a) In 28 Elizabeth, he was the defendant against Robert 
Walsh of Etchinghamo Sussex, Esq*0 who complained against him that heo Wilgooseo at divers times since he became a J. Pos hado of his own authority dismissed various persons brought 
before him by the constables and other officials, they being 
suspected of burglaries or worse offences, without even 
examining them or taking sureties. Wilgoose was also accused 
of maintaining in his service "two very bad and lewd persons" 
and of countenancing their malpractices in the neighbourhoods 
ando when the matter aroused criticism, of bringing sundry 
"lewd and frivolous actions and suits of law" including one 
against the plaintiff, to distract attentionJ4 
(b) In 28 Elizabeth, he was the defendants again against 
Robert Walsh of Etchingham, Sussexp Esq,, who complained that 
hep Wilgoose, with his son, John, and with "divers other 
malicious and ill disposed persons"015 "of malice and of hatred 
of longe tyme borne unto your said subject by the said John 
W113ooses tho father, " and "by the procurements and instigation 
of the said John Wilgoosep the father"s on 26 Jan.., 1585, had 
assembled and broken into Walsh's watermill at Salehurst and 
done much damage there. Wilgoose and-others were accused 
11. B. M. Landd. MSs, 192f. 86. 
12. p. R,, OqI Assizes., 35p S. B. Circuits Sussex, 27-437- 
13. S-A-C-Oiis58- See below for his Star Chamber action 
in 35 and 36 Elizabethp concerning some property in Wales. 
14. ID. R. O. 
j. 
St. Ch. 5 Eliz*, W. 2/1. See also F-2ý/Up and W- 
6V13. 
15. Two of these were the "two very bad and lewd persons" 
mentioned in the other Star Chamber*action of 28 Eliz., 
between Walsh and Wilgoose. (P. R. O., St. Ch. 5 Eliz... 
W. 2/1). 
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of similar riots committed at various times since the previous 
November.. and Wilgoose was also said to have been maintaining 
various persons bringing far-fetched lawsuits against hims 
the plaintiff* In his answer to Walsh's accusationso 
Wilgoose remarked on Walsh's insubordination to him as a J. P. 
and rens ked that he had had to deal with Walsh on a number 
of counts, e. g. for the latter's treatment of certain poor 
personso because Walsh was harbouring slanderous litbrature., 
and for various other offences. The dispute over the mill 
was on account of Walsh's damming up of the water which was 
to drive Wilgoose's projected iron-mill further down. 16 
(c) In 35 and 36 Elizabeth, he was the plaintiffs with his 
son John$ in an action against the family of Raglando 
concerning the title to certain manors in Glamorganshire. 17 
14 April., 15860 leased premises in Etchingham-18 
20 
17 August. 0 1606, buried in Salehurat parish church-19 J. p. M. 
Wif So 
Blizabetho eld. do Of William Culpepper of Wigsello Sussex, 
Esq. She was grned in her f ather Is will, dt. 16 Nov or; 1559., 
then married. 
Children. 22 
John Later Sir Johnp of Iredge Court, Salehurst, Sussex, 
knt. Succeeded his father aged 40 and more* 
3 Marchv1589j agointed captain of the footbands in 
Hastings Rape. In 28 Elizabethp was involved in 
his fatherts lawsuit against Robert Walsh in the Star 
Chambers Walsh being plaintiff.. and in 35 Elizabeth, 
he and his father were plaintiffs in a Star Chamber 
action against members of the Ragland family about 
property in Wales. (V* supra). JoFe Sussexp 1597 - 
16. P. R. O. # St-Ch- 5 Eliz*, 45/17. Robert 
Walsh v. John Wil- 
goose* 
17. P. R. O. 0 St-Ch. 5 Eliz*, W*7/8; W. 
62/28; see also Fe2/21; 
F. 28/39; F*8/4; F-17/49 Apart from these cases$ Wilgoose 
was involved indirectly in a dispute over a wardship* 
(P. R. O. s St. Ch-5 Eliz. W. 56/15). 18. B&C. loc. cit. 
3 -A -0- sJuwv - #154, plVo 20, -EaXeOes Co142 292/162. 
21. P. C. C. 6 Chaynay; B&C. $Ioe. oit; S. A. C. jxlvii* 62-13. 
22. B& Celococite 
23. B. M. s Harl. V-Sq 703sf. 59b. 
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Children contd. 
1602 at least. Of the Quorum. 
24 37 Eliz. . he and his son, Thomas 25 were plaintiffs in a Star Chamber 
action against one, John Parry of Accornebury., coo 
Herefords John Wilgoose's brother-in-law. Parrys 
who had mn ried Margaret Wilgoose and later had 
ignored his promises to make satisfactory provision 
for her and their child's support and who had grossly 
mismanaged his estates and been outlawed for debtp 
was accused of violence towards those who were acting 
as bailiffs for his property. 26 
23 Julyo 1603s knighted. 27 2 Deco. 1636, buried at 
Salehurst. 28 Administration, 1 March, 1637.29 
I. P. M. 0 30 Aug., 1637.30 31 
Thomas Mentioned in fatherts I. P. M. 
Mary 
Margaret Involved in the Star Chamber case between her brothers 
and her husband. (V., supra). 
Anne* 
Edueation. 
Father 
Sons - 
Universities 
John, Hart Hall.. Oxf -, * 
matrIc* entry$ 22 March, 
1583, aged 15.33 
Thomas, Hart Hall, Oxf. * 
inatric* entryp §2 Nov . J, 
1581p aged 16. 
Inns of Court 
Adm. Gray's inn-, --IL49.32 
John, admo Gray? Inn, 
28 Oeto$ 1584.31 
Thomas., adm. Lincolnts Inn, 
r--August. 1587.36 
24,, Dorse Pat. RollSs P. R. 0*9 C. 66/1468$1482j. 1493#1523sl549v 
and 1594. 
25. As Sir John Wilgoose does not appear to have had a son, 
Thomas, and in any case did not marry until 15871 the 
reference is probably to his younger brother$ Thomas. 
26. P. R. O., St. Ch-t5 Eliz.., W*6/33. 
27. Shaw. ii. 1190 as "of Kent". 
28. S-A-C-, xxvsI58; B& Coplococit. 
29, Lewes aaministrations B*7/;, )u,, 
300 P*ReO*# C. 142/728/23, 
31. He was also deforciant in fine with his brother.. John., 
and the Iatter's wife for Irbdge and other manors, in 
1614 (S. R. S. Oxixp244ý. 
32* Gray; s -=Admissions,, 20. 
,v 
lb32. 33. Al-ox-viv- 
34. GraYTs Inn Admissions, 65. 
35. Al. Ox. 3 loc, cit. 
36* Lincolnts Inn Admissionsp io 106. 
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Marriages of children 
John md. Grace., old. d. and one of three coheiresses of 
Bryan Annesley of Lee in Lewisham., Kent., Esq. Nid., 
16 Oct., 1587# at Lee., Kent. She was =aid of honour 
to queen Elizabeth. Bur. at Salebursts 17 Aug-s 
1644.38 Issue* Their s. and h. s Sir Annesley Wilgoose, dov*pes the family inheritance passing 
eventually to his only surviving sons Robert, who 
died without male heirs in 1642. Iredge then 
passed to the heirs of his sister Anne who married 
Sir John Fowle of Sandhurst., Kent * 
Thomas md. -., widow of - Smith of Mepham. Issue- 
Mary md. Thomas Jones of Herefordshire Esq. Named in 
will of William Oxenden Esq. 
Margaret md. John Parry of Accorneburyo Herefordshire. 39 
Anne md. John Finch of Rolvenden, Kent. Md. 11 July,, 
1595 at Echinghams Sussex* 
subsidy assessments. 
(As of the Hundred of Henhurst$ Hastings Rape. ) 
2 Elizabeth John Wilgoose.. gent., in lands 
14 Elizabeth John Wilgoose, gent., 11 
18 Elizabeth John Wilgoose, gent... 
37 Elizabeth John Wilgoose Esq., 
John Wilgoose, gent., 
1-2 Charles I Sir John Wilgoose. knt., 
If 11 
It 
40 
Z15. 
Z20.41 
Z25.42 
zio - 43 Z16. 
Z5.44 
37. B&C... lococit. 
38* - SoAoC4ppXXV$IbO,, 
39. See notes 25 and 26. 
40. P. R. O*s E*179/190/266. 
41. /283. P. R. O., p E-179/196, 42. F. h. 0.9 E 1TY/ 196, /298 
43. P. R. O. s, E: 3.76/196, /3b2 44. P. R. O. 2 E*176/19V377a. 
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